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MHHHTaRIT % ( T ff l T Lf lc HI T ) git *11 3ff^T aftr 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


Hrtewqfl tjsiUrril 

(3ftTufriqpn f^mm) 

9HT*f, 2006 

man. looo.— wsgRiT&yifom ufedi, 

1973 (l974^T3TfafwrS. 2) ^ «JTO 24 (8) 

"5KT "ST^rf ^if^rRl cnt hhIm ^>'50*1 

?ft zt. ftt*R arft^«Kn, $<UNiq -afri^t tk&t 
,st4 Vyivif &ki 

srfaqfaR, arM, 3T«rar3r*Tfemf 

«PI <t><A %l^Ttr fq^W crii'+t Pi^ki 

wtt I 

[^.225/5/2006-^.^.-11.1 
■^5 y°hi^i, 3T5 k ■Hpqq 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 

S.O. 1000. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 


Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri T. Niranjan Reddy, 
Advocate, Hyderabad Retainer Counsel of the Central 
Bureau of Investigation in the Andhra Pradesh High Court, 
Hyderabad as Special Public Prosecutor for conducting 
the prosecution, appeals, revisions or other matters arising 
out of the cases investigated by the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment. 

[No. 225/5/2006-AVD-II] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 

f^rT «f?u?r«i 
(TT^rf^wnT) 

atprajr3?T^T 
1 2006 

HIT. 3H. 1001.— 3TPT3tT STfafwt, 1981 (1961 =RT 
43)^«M10%73^(23#)^^WRr (vi), fWT 

1962 ^W'rfecf^FT 2 sfil y4t v f 

-yg? arms; 4 * sft 

( W17)" ^ fH^r M 2001-02 3 2003-04 
(f^rt ^ 2000-01 3 2002-03> ^ faMPdftga Ttcff 


643 G1/2006 


(2225) 
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% 3TATT T# RAT ART % MAtT 3FJRl1# AR# t, 

3T#E : ~ 

1. A? lA'lff# W# 3TRT A! T-RPAeT A ART ‘STT# 
J^ f "t AT PAATA ACt % %T TRTTn #AAT I# A 

cr*TT 3 frfrtt 3A % fro a4tt f#T% f#* 

2. AT Ervtftcft FRJ# AT ftvhwA# 4 TO ^AdT 
A# # fA# # ^RcfA % W1l4 3RATTT 

(5)4 fAT## fATTT TJSfT RATI RcF 4 ##7 #7 
srtai -crtm 4 f^FT crW 4 ATT# frf4 (4 rT 

'3Fnr%rm, A#R 3TAAT f#ft 3RR ATT 3Trf^ % AA 

4 rtf ta arTTfcfcT bt^h 4 f#r) at 
Ft#; #f cfft^TT rrta a4 art #]' ata tt#it, 

.?■. a<? 34#jatt f#4 4# arm % 4«iv 3 

mr, 4 frr artat 4 rtrt far a a ##ttr ?> 

AT TA fA TFTT ARHR 3AT AT ft## % ##f 

# #ft % %TT RRTftA # 4 rRTT 44 AR>«( IT % 
4#4 4 3FET 4 im -^Pwchill #f T# "^ITcfl iff, 

4. AT ft#f# 3TRTAT 3rf#WT ( 1961 % #WTT % 
R^TTR-ST# 3TT^ f#R# ft## T^r 4 3TPTAT 

# AART % 7TO ATfrT ## 

5 Ft-att # J4#t 4 arftftm ## #r #ttt#%# 

TT-TfT •%#’ EIR VR# RR^T #44 AT# #T 
TRAT #$ 4r AIR TTlAF# % ft# WA # # 
fw ATRRTI 

[##£3314. 3/06/4. ^3Tf3TT/:^.3R.3R.( HH-<3A)/AR.: 10 

(23# )(vi)/05-06/4209] 
RAFT. ARt, ^^1 3TO 36'EM 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department nf Revenue) 

(OFFICE OF THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER OF 
INCOME-TAX) 

Jaipur, Ihc 1st March. 10t)6 

S.O. 1 HUE—in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (vi i of clause (23C) of Section 10 of Ihc laconic 
Tax Act. 1961(43 of 1961) read with rule2CA of (he Incoinc- 
uix Rules. 1962. 1 the Chief Commissioner of Income-tax. 
Jaipur herein approves "Shri Ary a Vidyapecth Society. 
Bhusawm " for the purpose of the said section for the 
assessment years 2001-02 to 2003-04 (F. Yrs. 2000-01 to 
20(i2-03t. subject to the following conditions namely :— 

l iiic assessec will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which i( is established; 

2. I he assessce will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
.>■ Section 11;’ 


3. tiiis order will not apply in relation to any income 
being profits and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the asses sec and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business, 

4 the asscssee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of Income-tax 
Act. 1961; 

5. that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives and no par; 
of the same will go to any of the members of i lie 
Institution. 

|Notification No. 3/06/No CC/Addl. CIT (Co-Ord.)/iPR/ 

10(23 C){ vi )/05 4 >6/470*) j 

M.N. VERM A. Chief Commissioner of Income-tax 


( 3tT b# fdvfnr) 

(#^RnnTnT) 

M ferft, 9 AT# 2006 

1970 % TsT5 ( 9 ) ( 1 ) #T ( 2 ) (W) % ATA 

Afed f-y'A-# #9# (3 mr;hT at ofH tja arAFr) arfMEm, 
1970# ART 9 AT WTRt ( 3 ) % ^T5 ( ) Wd AT 

WT A# fir, TEAR. "Or^gRi # Ait 2TR1. 

ifeAT #a 4NT RA 31TPPTTT TRTlfrpn/p? # 3?f#^RT VTRt #T 
AT AR# 4 APT At At 3RTfq % RTF N ATT 3AA TTTJ At f ART 
■3FT #AT AT TTiRT f# “?TTT TA R'ATT "3TA gf/TR ATARTIT 
AA 4 3#TARt AT 2# W?,, 3TATT 3T1#T T# ?TA, ~V, # 
T# A, A#, A^ 75: AT 4 AiAA# RRITAR 3?qfA % #rr ^ 
AFR A# ART, 4%AT 3TTARTNT 4a A A# A #RATO--AHART 
fr#TA %rt4 i i 

f AT. A. 9/49/2005 1 ] 

•E -A. fm, 3TA3 #AA 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division! 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 
S.O. 1002.—I n exercise of the powers conferred l>y 
clause (0 of sub-section {3) of Section 9 of the Banknng 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act. 1970 read with sub-clause (1) and (.2 )(a) of danse {9) 
of the Nalonaliscd Banks (Management and 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970. the Central 
Government, after consultation with the Reserve Bank of 
India, hereby nominates Slid J.0. Sharma. President Indian 
Overseas Bank Officers ‘ Associa tion as Office r Ei up Ioy ec 
Director on the Board of Directors of Indian Overseas 
Bank for a period of three years from the date of notification 
or until his successor is nominated or until he ceases lobe 
an officer ol Indian Overseas Bank, or until further orders 
whichever is earlier provided that he shall not hold office 
continuously for a period exceeding six years. 

Jr. No. 9/49/2005-BO-M 
G B SINGH. Under Secy. 
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TPJMtaRTF 'JUHRA, omd 3fot f^n<tn 

( 3WfaR« fawr) 

Miuftu i?pra»^Tt 

M ftp#, 8 W$, 2006 

■^T. 3TT. J003. — 1987 % fwi 7 % 3qfa*PT (l) %T3PS (73) % HKcfft 7Z£(r 

t^gKl 3T^rqf^?T^nt ^■^«RtoT 7 Tqr/f^ T ^f : — 

^ Mirdtp (#*) #ptw tftttRtt# f-i<sqi #7 

T\rm <# OTTC >T1W ftftl # fcrf^T 

(1) (2)__(3)_(4)__ 

1. '^T(n 9968(MPT 1} 1988 02, *00# 2006 27 WTO, 2006 

: r M HP'OTq # Mfttui MT# 5 * MFW ^Jll, MPPfi WT, 9 W WfiT MPf, ^ ftc#~110002, WiM ^TqfppTf 

ft~#, ¥sk, -s.^it pT-q? TTMT PTrar ^vprfePtf #t#7, mWtpt, tpwtpt, 

.^-,^IT. ^T-iTr. p-tmt. y^\ ?! Ml f/r^w<fPj7M m ftr# Trqpw f I 

[tM : t^09'pV3] 
Mf.%. TT^ xrq 3F[T?f ( ftp?JcT WMT#) 

MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S.O. 1003. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) ofRulc 7 of the Bureau oflndiatt Standards Rules. 1987, 
the Bureau ol Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued : 

SCHEDULE 

Si. No. & Year of the Indian Standards No. & year of the Date front which 

No. Amendment the Amendment shall 

have effect 

~7iT 5) ~ (3) 5T 

1 [ S 9968 (Part 1): 1988 Specification for Elastomer insulated 02. February 2006 27 Febnra r? 2006 

cables Part 1 For working voltages upto and including 
1100 Volts (First Revision) 

Copy of litis Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards. ManakBhavan. 9. Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi. Kolkata. Chandigarh. Chennai, Mumbaix'ind also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad. Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur. Kanpur. Nagpur, 
Paina. Pune. Thiruvananthapuram. 

j Ref: ET 09/1-31 

P. K. MUKHERJEE, Sc. F & Head (Electrotechnical) 






2228 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18,2006/PHALGUNA 27,1927 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


fcc#, 9 2006 

^T. 3*T. 1004.—HH4V <WJ<| fwt, 1987 %fWT 7 %‘3'tfWT (1) %7§n? (T3t) *TR<frq H l ^^l 

qflSgHJ 3TfiT^ft?T 5R?TT fr’ ^ FFFF ( ^^ FP?ft*R fe^TT «FT I /M ^ f :— 


3T^ 


sfr 

H7Ttffr?T MRlfh RTH<*> (=Ff) ejftTFCTT 

^ #1 3^ 
fwf«T 


(D 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

6303 : 1984, ^*37 ff# afo % f^TT TIIHI^ 3^^ 

06, 2006 

01 ’RT^f, 2006 


(3OT 




*ikuIr yRl^l hm\M Ri'l'* RFW *PR, 9,®)^!^ WSF^FFR*Tpf, ^ fccvil- 110002, ^FN cwqfcTH) : 

%#, 4hl<*M>MI, ^Shra, ^i, <T*TT 7TMT^)FlWf:, wfrt, RtW, ^t^SRgC, t^RT^ , 

■ 3 R^ ^ 7 TSTT t^FRTT^ ff frreft %1 'V&m f I 


[^M :^l0/^-16] 

T ft.%. %5ii. T^TT TT^ 37^0 (1q%jd aqi’i) e hl ) 


New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 

S.O. 1004.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued: 


SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

No. & year of the Indian Standards 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment shall 
have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 6303 : 1984, General requirements and methods of 
tests for dry cells and batteries 
(First Revision) 

06. February 2006 

01 March, 2006 


Copy of this Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan. 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata. Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 


[Ref: ET 10/T-16] 
P. K. MUKHERJEE, Sc. F & Head (Electrotechnical) 
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10^, 2006 

grr.3TT. ioos.— wfa HH4? fm 19877(i)% , gg (~g)%wfa hh=p 
t^ff^SITT 37 fa*jfofl ?R7TT t ~fe> ftpi 'IKFfa 3 T TF f ^ ^ f :— 


3FT TTTTtfxFT MRflfaTJFFF (^t’) 

MRflfa *ui«i> STCT 



titsui ^ aftr ?D*N> 





Hl'1°lil, *lftj °t>l^ 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 3Tt£ ir*t 8953 : 200662 yftujKl 

37ltb^ 8953 : 1978 

31 xsFFTft. 2006 

afa script *^1 fcflVif'e (i 




HRXTfa Mil 4 !) 5rf?RT 'ikoI'H *TFFf> «*{<}, *FFT, 9 ^57^7 XFTFe x*FTR Hi'l, fc^'Qi)-110002, a M^(lci , w)' : 

M ^Eteremr , ^i, ws\ *Ktfaqf:, ^n#r, Mtw, 'gfim, $m\i\, 

l^iw i ^ ^t$t, <tsjt 3 1WI svzm f i 


[^M:T^^^15^12] 


ttb.%. -y<n, ‘xt^* ^ ^sr (tjh^D 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 2006 

S.O. 1005.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicate against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. & year of the Indian Standards 

No. & year of Indian 

Date of Established 

No. 


Standards, if any, 
superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 8953 ; 2006 —62 Percent alumina bricks and blocks 
for blast furnace—Specification 
(First Revision) 

IS 8953: 1978 

31 January, 2006 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafer Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapur&m. 


[Ref; MTD15/T-12] 
S. K. GUPTA, Scientist ‘F & Head (MTD) 
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2006 


*T 3W- 1006. — TOh W 1987%fw* 7 % (l) %73T5 (73) %3^3T u fTt 'FTTrJTq APT^' 

T^P^TTT TflUpjfTpT ^TcTI f *TH3fif % f^jy ^ 3 f5^ RTT f % T^TTfim ^ ^ f : — 


7*nft7T MT7TP9 (%f) ^ TT^tT ^ HRcThl AFBF ^70 ;#0’ fafa 

Wtt M iftT Vi*l%L OTPIsOhc? Wcffq iTpyof7 

atw mi Ft. 

^ ~m *nr 


(D 


( 2 ) 




TRL12951 : 2006 ^mWT Wit % W 3TCTCfv 3Tf£mFr 12951 : 1990 30 W(i, 2006 

%1 ^Trdt^fl (^IF^T T'TT'M 11 !) 


5?? *mdfa %i voai 'VR<n hihr> "H. r-v?- * 4 V 5 . 9 35757 thf - 6 

^ fCvviT, ^TvFYFTf ' : R'^F;<f, ^Rt cf«n 7TP31 ^rqf^qff : 2-Rr^r^ ; wfrc, ML'Ict, 

--fTHT, 37FTTT, Rm r r j . LTRl, T 7 ! TT^TT Pri^-l^f^H Pf fwt 7T9^>T f I 







t 


97i.%. n r <n. %rf • 


New Delhi, the lOlh March. 2006 


S.O. 1006,—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (l) of Rule (1) of Rule 7 of she Pure.a; of.! a,ha:; Standardv 
Rules. 1987. the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies lhalthe Indian Standards, particulate; vmch uiegneis mihe 
Schedule hereto annexed has been cstablihscd on the dale indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. and Year of the Indian Standards Established No. and year of Indian Date 01 hsiubhcha.; 

No Standards, if any. 

Superseded bv tlic New 
Indian Standard 


0) (2) 

0) • 

(4) 


1. IS 12951 : 2006 Mica Insulating Bricks for High 

Temperature Applications—Specification 
(First Revision) 

IS 12951:1990 

30 January. 2006 

7 


Copy of this standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards. Manak Bhavan. 9 Bahadur Shall 
Zafar Marg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolcatta. Chandigarh. Chennai. Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices ; Ahmedabad. Bangalore. Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad. Jaipur. Kanpur. Nagpur. 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananlhapuram. 


[Ref :MTD 15/Ll 6| 
S.K. GUPTA. Scientist 'F & Head (MTD) 












V? *m, 9 "rH M ferft-110002, &5fa +wM 

f^fr, ^f^rtt, ^f=t (, cT^n w ^rcfa*ii sr^rnwt, *r#c -^m, yjW'tc -a^F^, !»?, 

^rrr, wwr, t^tt, ^ ct«n Iw^rrg^Rf fastft %]$ f i 

[TT^H : <nrn^sT/3ft 25] 

^.tjrr. Pi^r 4 < 75^ (Hhr^rst) 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 2006 

S.O. 1007.—In pursuance of clause (b) ofsub-rule(l)ofRules(l)ofRule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules. 1087, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been establihsed on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 

SI. No & Year of the Indian Standards Established No. & year of Indian * Date of Established 

No Standards, if any. 

Superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 


0)_(2)___ (3) __ _ (4) 

1 IS 12467 (Part 1): 2006 Textiles-Assessment of the IS 12467: 1988 March. 2006 

ignitabi lily of upholstered furniture Part 1 Ignition 
source: Smouldering cigarette 
(First Revision) 

2. IS 1.3683 Textiles—Ring Spun Grey Cotton Yam- — March. 2006 

Specification 
(First Revision) 

X IS 13684 : 2006 Textiles-—Rotor Spun Grey Cotton Yam- — March. 2006 

Specification 
(First Revision) 

4. IS 15612 (Part 2): 2006 Textiles—BurningBeliaviour — March, 2006 

of Curtains and drapes Part 2 Measurement of 
flame spread of vertically oriented specimens with 
large ignition source. 

Copy of these Standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan. 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg. New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi. Kolcatta. Chandigarh, Chennai. Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar. Coimbatore. Guwahati, Hyderabad. Jaipur. Kanpur. 
Nagpur. Patna. Pune. Thiruvananthapuram. 

| Ref :TXD/G-25) 
M. S. VERMA, Director & Head (Textiles) 
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T!? farfai, 23 2006 

■3FT.3IT. ioo8.—fa^faRPSfn?*FT, TnlwFTrd frqt^ ^ TP=rmpr 

TO ftfa2 fa fa% fafec! (fafa fa - ^ 3nffafai‘) 3ffafWT, 1976 (1976 60) <T*1T WZ 3?ft ~m TTOT 

(Tferf -eft sppTfaT) fwr, 1987 %TOfa % <x^q 1 ^*m fat fa^mi t fa wmi rrRt fat arfafa fa fa to fafeer 

Rsirfan *htr t^tt far Wr fatfafarfa fa -*m T%~ r n; 

3RT:, 3R, fafafa RTO7, TOT STfafH-MH fat RTTT 36 fatTO-RRT (7) fakTO-*JTCT (8 ) 5TCT T^tT Tlfapff Rfafa^vfa 
TJ^rfa fefafarTfarT, ^-126, fat Slfafatfa 5<^q^lPi<w ^=^<-26, T tifa T T T R-382 044, IplTRT UTO faffafacT "3^ 
"ETOpfa ^fa (RRlfaTT ^fa-II) qi<^ * * 1* i^<w fa-1000 ’' »$<a<rli % aflfaoFj 7JRR fafat ffldi SRHT) % 

hTsci ^T, tfa^fa W 1 ^ ^TFT ‘ ‘ ’' % (tfafa ^fat Stffa fafs?! RRl % ) fak Ifafa aRjfaRRT tfa^T 3rfa R^T 

fat/09/2006/82 n^Hrui fa^TT TO fa, ar^fa^'l TOM-R^ sTlft fak 3><cf| % I 

hi sci ( Htfa fa <t<sl) faefiti *V'Ji y«t>K ^>T RR fafrT aTRiiffa afR^^TffacT fakH vJm<d<wi ( SR>t<) 

% i ^?fat faron? wu iooo ifa. in. fa fak ^ww tot s fa m % i wrm himhh srrt^t (fa) 100 m fa i ^ 

^fai % Pa1f!<tJi 7RT °M c i c t5Ci’licH c t) ^lUci TT^TTR % 1 RRiTTT "3?R^fa sifas ( mrt fa fat) flld'i 

<J4fa§iti chCfli % 1 vSM < d<ui 230 facr^I fak 50 yrni^cfi VRT 3P^FT ^R ^>lfa hkcii % I 



W&FT fad ^ R#T^t %fa^ ^Tfa%% fa^ ^ fa^T ^m^TT I 

afk %^T TRapR ^RT arfqfaR RRT 36 3R- RRI (12 ) 3T^f Tlfafa RRRT RF RtW RR?ft 

t fa %^T W4-RR%3fatcT <R?tf^ffalfa^RI %£PtT, fa^T %3TJRR afR WTRFM^, 

TO 3^rfaT Rfe^T faRI TRT t, fa¥^d sf3cTT%^#"^F, R«Tpfa 3^ ^>l4mrR % (fafT #t ^Tt 

100 fa TIT. RT^Tfa 3 Tfa^ 7 % RPT%fafR 5000 ^ 50,000 cRT ^ MR IW afaCTRT (RR) Rffa 50 facfaTR ^ 
3 Tfa^T afa 5000 fed)um TT^ 3 Tfa^KRT 8FMJ ^ f 3 ^“^” RPTI x 10 % , 2 x 10 *RT 5 R 10 *, % t, ^ft «HlcH 4 »RTjfeW<=b 
T^Jlfa RT % TRTJ^T 11 

[R5T. R. TO^RR-21 ( 309)/2005 ] 
fa. 'q. fafa^T RTR fa^TR 


■•"F • 1 


■M * M 


•I «l. .1. . t ..|| -Hi 


•III I.. | 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1008. —Whereas the Centm! Government, after considering the report submitted to & by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and rite said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automaiic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “AXP-iOOG” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “AXPERT" (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Axpert Digital Scale, E-126, 
GIDC Electronics Estate, Sector-26 ,, Gandhi Nagar-382 044, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/ 
2006/82; 

The said Model (ss® the figure given below) is s strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with & luaxirmim capacity erf 1000 kg. a&d minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 100 g. It has a iare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing resist The instrument operates on 230 \folts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening or the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 


Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Sect! 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shali 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity ranging 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for V val 
value of 1 x 10 k , 2* I0 k or 5 x 10 k , k being the positive or negative whole number 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and 
the said approved Model has been manufactured. 


or 


ion 36 of the said Act, the Central 
also cover the weighing instrument 
above 50 kg. to 5000 kg. and with 
|ue of 100 mg. or more and with V 
equal to zero, manufactured by the 
ivith the same materials with which; 


[?. No. WM-21(309)/2005] 
P. A. KR1SHN AMOORTH Y. Director of Legal Metrology 
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^rr.3TT. 1009.—%^ mm *RT, fafccT mtaTff 'gRT ft^ TT f^R TRTOFT 

ftqt£ 3 *rf% a=mffa ^@f) m 3 #rf^m, 1976 (1976 60) ?r«rr w aftt ~m rtw 

3=f^3) f*m, 1987 % rmfrt t % mm 3r#r it mn ifex 

q « fl 4ff l T&T\ afa ftfip mR^Pc^ i ^ ^ERTT T^rfT; 

3T7T:, 3R, 2b«*fa *K<=bK, ^Ff 3TRjfWT ^ *TRT 36 TT-^RT (7 ) 3fa ^T-RRT (8) 5RI 3PT3 *lRw4f TRpT 
-4^f UigPrlPM? $^*fe «ft 2/402, ^T-III, TIT^T RP&, rRt Tfe, (f^), 31^-401 107 5TO ^ 

■*r*n*hiT *Ff (w«fm^Ff-ii) ^ 4, ?te M tj^r ^rf%rr jftm 3m^< u i (t^zfa-sresrc) 

faff*) «F«5 TSRT^IR“^qflHl ” % ( M T«1*J 3^f^.3^RtTpTf^afn^ 1^^/09/2005/804 

IwTwt, arpter wt-tt ^ 3ik 3REifw to! 11 

3*W HPSH M®fi , l'Sj y<?iK RR 3I(^|f<o 3R3Sp^?I oldl 3'H*ti< u F (^<*t Zjfa N«t>K) ^ I '*tffel4>VfR §IH<!fl 
30 %.f.t3| ^WM OTTT100 m 11 Tfrq^H HN^H 3RRT?T (i) 2 TIT. 11 jrfi t f^ rafr l ?I?13rf?TW 

wraaMwiw» «n%ti wg i s\%s (^^) W itm qf^ r iH 3 ^i< i^rmt 1 4 wu i 230 

3^T 50317^mf Rmf^ WRRT^4Rmtl 



*d#w*i Hlet <*>A %3iftiR<W*T# : r^ <W£jf *TT% *ft<rl«K f4><MI Nl^ll I 

*h«u ~ 3 m 3 Tfafwr mj 36 m-m (12) sm Tiferqf -m 'a%r ^ ^ m 
t % ^'Rto%3ij^%ww j i- T ^%3RTTfcr^ft fafHHfdisrcr [r^hi, ^154 %3rg^Ra^ ’3*ftTir*rcft'$, 

^ aR^frf^Ti Rfe^r faPinH feiT "w t, f^rf% "3# ^t^tctt % ^ 3 ^ 1 : ^i4mwh % rftm ^ 

1 ft.m^ 5 om.ui %“i M Rpr%%q ioo^ 50 ,ooo^^^T^^tmTTnmFT 3 r?TW (t^t) 3% ioofa.TnRRr^r& arto 

5000 'SsOOOOtfSp^^^ WTTTT4TWT 3RRM (TpT) Tlfel 50 f^>'#Um ^ 3TfW?R ^FF<TT^f 

3 ^' 4 ^’ rpti x 10 % , 2 x 10^5 x 10% t, tM? -qr' 3 femi ' c*i 4 > ~^ife~qTf i 

[9*. tf. 21 ( 267 )/2004 ] 

it. IT. fpaJTRjffi, RTT 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1009. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, *1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to .render accurate service under varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication of “TAPT” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “TAPSQN’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-Ill, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401 107 and which is assigned the 
approvalmark fl^EM*09/2605/804: 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cel! based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare 
gevice with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
•results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply: 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. with verification scale 
inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50 mg. and with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 5000 to 50000 for 'e' value of 100 mg. or more and with e’ value of 1 *10 k . 2* 10 k or 5* 10 k . where k is a 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

|F. No. WM-21(267)/2004] 
P. A. KR1SHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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1010.—% ^ TRmRmi, % 

*¥ Rf&FT mT^<H ^l3f) RT3 afo RTR RTRm 3Tfafmm, 1976 (1976 R>T 60) 1P4TRR RTR RH^b 

(RTS# mT 3T^TT) fWT, 1987 % RWff % 3-FfW t sfa 5R RKI mt R^mif fm Wm R TR?PTmi Vt -g^RTS^ 

Wsfrr ^TTTT T^TT 3%-RftfwW 3 3^*1 im WR W T^ 7 !?; ' 

3RT :, 3F?, TRmR, 3^RT mi RRT 36 mi '3 T T-^fRT ( 7 ) <T3-RRT ( 8 ) 1»RT "SH^tT <il*w*iT mT TPlPT «^<r) 

fTJ, ifFTFt Ri 2/402, %R-III, TITfm "31%, RRT Tfe , (^), bM-401 107 SRI R*W 

R*mfarmT (RRRimmi-ul) 44 ^-iq M s ji3?n%mmmT^mrsrcmmfad tt^h<jwi (T^rennrmrc) %rtsct 

mi, TsfFR mrmR M fNp&” t (f^ -g^> Rfgrf WT^TT t) afo <H j*fcH f^T 3 TTf T^T 

^709/2005/805 RR^f^frf^Rmt,, m^H^H RRm-RR wfT 3frt Timfe wi f ! 



^rTRf^T Fm fafKl ^ MR mi RR 7 ^T 3 Tfmf 7 cT mTRmIdfl ?ft^H WmRn RmR ) f 1 ^TTmt rnfarnTTR Wm 

10 fm. TJT. f 3^ ^cRT W<TT 20 TIT. t! WWHH HIHM'M WHM (^) 1 TIT. 11 mT^mjFpT ^pPT t fwmT m Tlf ? T?l t1 

^iwiw rttrt 3ttW^?ptrrtr 1 1 smiTi gc^m ^rt)s (rst 1 ^) wi <ftm hRwh 3M^r$rrt mrmt 1 <j»W4 230 

3|r 50 TRmmff mrrr me mpi mim % 1 

RTlfWT mt TTRT”<+><•} %3iR’R<w ’R^Hd mi «>t(«f5l<l % Rli*, Tsii<^ «Tpi ^Ttm*i % Rli*, Ri t-flei®l3 Rh^Hl ^Tl^li I 

w m#r TRmn ■gmr rnfaftw mi rrt 36 mi w-rrt (12) sri tt^tt mr tpiW mr -eftw mrHt 

t fm 'gmr mfeFT % % w wM- mi % atmin wt Rifinf-ii ^rt wt ta, fesu^r % 3T5 ttr^t -5?Tt TiTRTft^^ra^. 

“rmr 3 ^rwtfef mr mi 1 %, ^qplm ofk ch 4 mwh % citcmr-JWiFi 100 

fR. tit.^2 tit. m"t M rr%%tiioo3 io.oooR mmi^r^ wim'Rmpr sttrm(t?r) ^ 5 TirRmw^ arfirm % 44 ^” 

■rh%%tt 500^ 10000mmmr 'f^wm ^rttrh ai?nM (tr) ^rf%rr sofmcilumTimmisrRimRR wmm^f 

RTF 1 * 1Q % , 2 * 10 % RT5 * 10 % , % f, ^ W cRm RT m ,J HrHm ^prfm RT % W$ cR f 1 

[mi. R. 15^1^-21 (267 )/2004] 
R[. R. ^IIMj^, RTR fam 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 


S.O. 1010.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is. likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “TAPS-10” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name “TAPSON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-Ill, Shan‘' Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401107 and which is assigned the 
approval marie IND/09/2005/805; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 10kg and minimum capacity of 20g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with verification scale 
inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. to 2g. and with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1*10\ 2*10^ or 5x 10\ where k is a positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. Wivi-21 (267)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^T, 3 ir. 1011 — 

WT R HT5PT HR HN HTW 1976 (1976 HIT 60) HHT TO 3?ft T(H*i 

(nTsc-il hit 3^41 c.h) fwr, 1987 %3T^rt sfo sh nfa tththhi t fo> wmk. 'srcfr h> 1 HHfn 4t ^THfe^T 

^T«irs|?TT HHHt TT^TT 3^7 faf^FT 4 <JH^<W WR HRRT T% _r TT; 

3F:, hr, m^R, rhr 3?Mwi hi) tot 36 ^ tot ( i) sfir^mtC8) xm ^hr uTOr to* 

frr 4 hR TORPFT HT?fefW T**?*fe HFpft, «ft 2/402, %H-III, TTTf^T HP&, Hfti , (^), bM-401107 £RT W 

HTOfaiRTf (-qsnsfm^-n) ‘ ‘zt r tpr 4t -iooo ’ * yg<m% ar^r t^hr h%h HwifcM ( ^ z h>t4 wm) % 

TORT HIT, H5THTH“RWH” t (f^ ^ TOPI HIFT HHT t) 3fo 3pp to f^pr 3TT^ T^T 

■^1/09/2005/806 fTOTi HHT t, 3T^fe HTO-HH ^TrI 3fa HHnfSTH Wt f I 



''i e M HT5RT fV^fl 9^ y«h'R HIT HR 4d 3TTmfTcT SRHHTfHTR cTRF ZHTORT ( ■-di<iT<l4 yc^K) % I 3Tffc<cf)<rtH 8HRTT 

1000 UT. t 3frf ^£RTH STOTT 5 %. HI. t I RTHm IW 3FRTRT (^) 100 HI. 11 1gH> 7RT 

r^ttr**itopthtto»t RrftHHT^PHHHFT 11 rawRRRfer^Rfrg ti)<*H h RuI I H^ i qffw TOTlt I ZWTH 230 
4idi 50 yr'-HCfd! HRT m^i-h tr H>t 4 HRRT "t" I 


%1?IR 7STT<4^Tt 4 fall *ft^TH 

3% TOHR, ZH<T STfaftro Hit TOT 36 Hit WIRT (12) £RT HRH ¥lRfcl4l HiT h 4W HR& ^IT ^fann HR?ft 

fRi' <J e W Hffed % ■3(^4l^' r t $<rl %3ia4ci <j 41 faPtnlcU SHl f^*5.M, %3I^RR3?^ <s4I <S«W 

3i^4il^cj Hl'Sd f^f^i'Hf u i Pt>4l RRT %, f4Pi(4o 's4i odl 4°b, R*7 t 4?!T -3^ “hl^Hici’l %TTTt^F 4) ^74 "^jt 100 f*T. HI. 

HF% 1 ^rq 5000^4 50,000 ’Hr^irmHPTHR 3 RRFT (l^T) H% 1 T 50 fawt illH ^ 3 ?f«R> 3 ?k 

5000 %#HFI cRr^ 3 TfHHI<rR ^FTT HT^ f 3 lh ‘ ‘ i ” HPT 1 * 10 % , 2 x 10 % HI 5 x 10 % , % f, ^ HT \u | fa> 

RT Tpi % f I 


[H5T. H. T^^T-21 ( 267 )/2004 3 
it. IT. Otm, 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1011.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approv al of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “TAHP-IOOO” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and 
with brand name “TAPSON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Tapson’s Scientific 
Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-III, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401107 and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2005/806; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and upto 5000 kg with 
verification scale inverval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10 k , 
2 x 10 k or 5 x 10* k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer 
in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(267)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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efcl.37T. 1012.—oh'tO'H 7T737R ^FTT, fa%<T TTlf^T^FlTt''gRT ftrt^ T7 fq^K % L H^I<l s T n? 7TR7TOT ’Ft T FTT % fa 

wr ftTO -% to^t (?# $ vi snfrfa to #7 ^ toft srf¥wr, 1976 (1976 60) ct«tt to #7 to 

(TOSeff Sf^rr) -fwr, 1987 % W#' % f #7-57? TO #7TTOF! t % WMR 3WI# SRlfa if "WT TO5W 
TO1J T^TT #7 fafTOf RfTffafart <JHyw ^T TITO ^RcTT TfafT; 

TOT:, TOT, %fafa 7T37T srft^PiqH #■ TOT 36 # W TOT ( 7) #7 ^7 TOT ( 8 ) &Kf ^<Tr1 ^rfafa "^TT yfal RTfa 

7TTJ, 4^i<rl 1TFR7 tlisfafa'+j '5^^^ chi'll, TO 2/402, %77-TII, ^iiPri "rfa, ^fklffe (^S), TO*I-401107 "5T7T fqPiMfl TO2R7 
TOlfaclTTOf (TOT^m^-III) TOl 4 ‘zfaitit-500 M »J7TOT % 3TTOT7JTOT7lfTOT 7TO£TO, TOTOETTffaT, dldH 8 HTO«I (^hwI 

ydfTR) % hT^ <ttt, fTOfa tots'tot tot “ xrxfi” % (f^u} ^rfa hTsci <*>$1 T r ? rr %) #7 farl TOprfar to? 

TOTT i?, TOJRfaT M HI u i-TO 'JiiO #7 y«t»iR;m TO«fi i? I 



WT TTPS^T T$fi fafTTT far TOTTOT TO 7# TOTOffa THWiR'IcI cTTcTO 3WI (fawm YTOT7) % I ?77TOT STfaTOTO? W 
500 fa. TO. t 3fk ^RTR STTOT 2 fa# TO. 11 WWR HIMHH TOTOTTcT (i) 100 711. t! S# ^ TO^TOJdd "^fal t faTTTOT ^ 
TTfaTcT <*^=hddlcHTO «nfar wfajTOT 3TTO^ f 1^ TOTT7T 8<7 t4to Sl4U. (TT?7 ^ T5t) 3T# vfaRT RfTTOT TO7TO $ I <S«SFRq 

230 sfa 50 yrHiqnf TOT fq^n y<;n "97 TOFf towi % ! 

«lfwpi fa^TOt ffal %^rdR«k1 WFl# =hMA'T lJ l ^T^TRI 7T % f# Mt Tlfa^ farqT ^NJV. I 

#7 TIT^R srfafwr # ’7KfV6 # WIRT (12) ^KT TO ^TOf ^fTT 7T%T ^ ^ ^|T « 

% fa Wt RT5eT % 3T^RF %"57T TRF-T^% 5TCT WT f5WT'T % 37^TTR #7^ TITWl fa?# <r*^ ( 

HI-S61 fqf'i*if tj l faqi *Wi%, f^Pifnci <471) ^<aoii % ^*4), ^T*n*fa#7 ct^yicH tTlcn ^Tf ^iRt# 5 TTFf ^TT 3X# 

3Tfa^% n ^‘' TO%f# 500^10,000 TRF#^T^f Oc4TMH MIMHH 3fa7TeT (^l) #750 fa#TO^ 3rfa5fT#7 1000fa#77TR 
W#3TfaTOR^W*#f #7 “^ m TO1 x 10 % , 2 x 10 % t?T 5 x 10 % , % f, # q^Icq ^"~m yiUHcH'cfr^qfa ^ 

fl 

[TT. 77. ^s^-qR-21 ( 267 )/2C04 ] 
TT. cfcUJ||^i, fTOFT, faf^FT TO 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. JO 12. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use ‘and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Modal of non-automaiic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “TAPP-500” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-111) and with brand name “TAPSON’S” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s Tapson’s Scientific Instrument Company, B2/402, Phase-Ill, Shanti Park, Mira Road (East), Thane-401107 and 
w hich is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/807; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 500Kg. and minimum capacity' of 2Kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts ana 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50Kg. and up to lOOOKg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with k e value of 1 X H) ,: . 
IxKE or 5*10\ where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(267)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 

* 
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3Fr.3?r. 1C13, ^T, RTfTOT ) 1 5 RT W[rT fHT f^TTR ^ RHTHPT 

'3^1 finite R HfcpT •% * 1 $ 3?Tf>fr %&) RH 3?k HN W 3##m ( 1976 ( 1976 HTT 60) 7THT HTZ afk HR W 

(v;*>~fr htt ar^RRTT) 198/ % $ afa: ** nm ^ rwtt t % ttotr ktRi ^ i it ^rt Rfs^r 

‘W-i'fl •r.-jyn 7 ^ afft ftfipr H T^RJStf TPIT KPT TOT ^»TT; 

>7'J: ; aro, HTTO. W ** TO 36 HH 3WTT ( 7) #7 TOTRT (8 ) UKT KtT #RT«ff HTT KTtn TOt 

fp • '7^ ftWSTO 3Tf2^7R, fSTT 1 ^r:. qrkm 5 ^?%^ TR^r, TO#?-560058, 5RT fafafiffl ' ‘ 3TT# 

w; ^ ’ *jaw % 3TTOTffctf 7*Rlf%<1 Tt%fn 5Ffipf^PT 7 H TOT % Rferf R7, f3R& ?TS ^PTHPT ‘*' $ fo jflf | «W 1 * t 
Wi W^t^RT RfSPT TO TOlt) 3?k fsm ar^HTSH fTOT ^ TR 5t/09/2005/1101 fro TO! % f ^ jq)y*f 

TOR-K? Tfhr TOT%H TOft f I 



HH?T itfsR TT^T fofRT TOR HR ifa 3TWTft?T 3TTO T£TO Hftr?T 7TO%T T >faMK|«E ffofcpl JTOtm % I 
arf^RKTH SRRTT100 fifidl iUR "t" 5-8 V? ’STf^T ftFT? HRTT^ I ^TT^TT TOtH TRl H^Ttf^RT ■3?4(T$ "HTH, etiTpl, HHHi, 

R 33 .TO, fegsfe, *N, ffa <TOTCf 3TTfeHft TO* % faqftwi TOT 1151 TO Wa fa S T H t S (RCT^) TO* HffofTH ITKffm 
TOlt ITOTOT230%Safa50^TOTH?ff HRlI^TOTHT^TOTtl 

6iWi R^(I r l Hif '%’ IcTl^ 'ft f*h^j I 

^HTR -3*W 3rtHI *m HRT 36 H5. TTHRT (12) ?RT TO HTT ^ ^ RF ^mi TOt 

t % % ar^T^T %|R tthth-rst % 3Rptn srt ^ .froRi, hhrJrt % argRU alk ^ RRTtfi % 

•f^ra^-OTff aryfrf^i R r ^ Ww tq i faq j ^hrt t, f¥¥^rr io 100 f^rtrw nrl^r ^ tot %'rtr yg^rr H 

r^, tm^hn % ifrm ^rtot nt t 


[W R.-®^RR-21(l42)/2005) 

it. % HTR t^PT 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 2006 

S.O. 1013, — Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report “(see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Automatic Gravimetric Filling 
Instrument with digital indication of “IA-BFM” series with brand name “INDIANA” (herein referred to as the said 
Model), manufactured by M/s Indiana Automation, Behind Hind Motors, 1st Stage, Peenya Industrial Estate. 
Banglore-560058, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/1101; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based automatic gravimetric filling instrument with digital 
indication and its maximum capacity is lOOKg. It is used for filling the free flowing products like tea. coffee. sugar, 
rice. salt, graiuiales. detergents, seeds, agricultural products etc. It fills 5-8 fills per minute. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply. 

in addition to scaling the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the zoning of the machine 
for fraudulent practices 

Further, in exercise of the pow'er conferred by Sub-scclion (1.' > of Section 36 of the said Act. the Cent:.;' 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the ;d Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series won capacity in the range of lOKg to look e 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same pfi , pie. design, accuracy and with ihe same 
materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

[F No. WM-21 (1421/2005; 

P. A KRISHNA MOORTH Y. Director of Legal Mctiofn-' 
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feft, 23 4PR1, 2006 

1014.—PR4R 4T, f^rl gKT 4R 3TF^cT WlZ RT fapR 47A % 4?4c(4F P4T44 Rf 441 fo 

- $4T fpfri k ^TT&RT ’RfSc^ 4^ Sfifrffi ^gf) 3?k 4T4 4TR4 STfafWT, 1976 (1976 ^5T 60) ?T«TT «TH 3ffa[ 4T4 4H4 

(RT^rf 4T 3T^fttrO IWT, 1987 % f 3fa 414 RMRHT f % <rPl!4R "STRl 7 ! 4^ SRffk ^ 441 pfeR 

w«fm w pptt pk f^tm 4fcfc*TfiT4f k ^4347 trrr 4i?tt pRii; 


m-., pr, tr4R, pWwt 4t mri 36 4t w-tttt (7) 3ik W4 rt (8) srt 3*^4 srGKptf 4t44t4 47 ^ 
fR, 444 ifrr^npiT 3M#f, PTPf % pt&, 7 T&ST, Rtf44 ^5‘f^ TR^Z, 44#T 560058. ^Ffef SRT faPff4d ‘ 4 PT? IT-TT^ 
R4 44 ” % P44 7£4T P%4 444fRffi ilWlf^ fhfST'l 444T4 (44 Mm) % 4T4P 4T, f^TR% W4 4T 474 

‘‘^Mmr” ? 4k km hrrna % 

rrt t, pfrtrh wp-rp ^jfr 4k 444km Rmrr 11 



^44 4fRP RRV 44F4 44 WR PT MR 44 PI Rife 347444^^ Rfci W-j'Hd kikHl D^/Mm 4R4T4 (smfpfm) tl 
'444 pf4R4T4 P44T 50 4T41 3=?R 2-4 MPT PITT f444 444% I P4FTRRT4R4 4PlfcR 14RTr%f %R M, 

RfRRRTT^, R4I, 4RRTR, Plf%44 M4l %fm, PFPT^TTrTT % I R4TT4 -4444-7 4TRT4 (tr^RT) R^T MtcFT Rk4F4 <39^1(7 

474TT %1 7W1 230 4M pk 50 RcWfll MKT %g4 W4 RI 444 4474 t I 

Hid PH 4TeT 4/4 % pjrlf-(R4 47TiRRtf RiMd^ °RR|TRT % 1%P7 23TcT P 4144 % fFT^ Ml f44I ^1IU[ , !I I 

3TR, MT4R, ^ STkrfWT MRT 36 Pt 'PTMRT (12) ^TC 5RM '^if^TMT 41 WT 47^ fl7 444 4pft 

^ f444T PfeR) % JT4TPPT 4/^P W4444 3ppPT PTl f4RMl?n ^RIPfT RpTF'C f?-4!^4 44T4TT 4 3?^HR PR 4FTT PTMTH P, f^RTP 
34T '^4HA 4TSP1 ; 4-f44 14444 fgff^i^ 1 f4#4T4 P 50 femTTM 4t T^f 4t WW % P1«T ^ fl ^4, 

4«TT«rm -PR 4I4MIPM 4 ; TTRR 474T4 MT #1 I 

[41. P, ^Sp^TRT-21( 142)/2005] 
4. R. ^RPTMfrr, klt?14, MR4 4TT fWR 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February 2006 

S.O. 1014.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and’Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. t herefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Automatic Gravimetric Filling 
Instrument (Liquid Filler) with digital indication of “IA-LFM” series, with brand name “INDIANA” (herein referred to 
as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Indiana Automation, Behind Hind Motors, 1st Stage, Peenya Industrial 
Estate. Bangalore-560058, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/1102; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based automatic gravimetric filling instrument (Liquid Filler) 
with digital indication and its maximum capacity is 50Kg. It is used for filling the free flowing products like edible oil. 
milk, fruit juice, pesticides, paints, chemical adhesive etc. It fills 2-4 fills per minute. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) 
indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shgll also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also-cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with capacity in the range of lKg to 50Kg 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same 
materials with which, the approved Model has been manufactured. 

JF. No. WM-21(142)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 




2246 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18,2006/PHALGUNA 27. 1927 {Part IJ—Sue. 3(ii)| 

M fa?#, 28 W#, 2006 

I 

3JT.3R. 1015.—fafaf yifawt SRT ^ THRjp ftfa* R7 ■RRTOm # RRT t fa 

3 Rf% Rfs^l (#$ $ ^ #T RTR RFT9> arfafaw, 1976 (1976 «FT 60) ^*TT W RF? RTRRf 

(■Rf5#*-^T 3T^T7) fam, 1987 %wNf%3T^t #T t fa 3ffa? # 3*Rfa 3 # ^FT Rfatf 

RSflefa RTF TSTT #T faf*FT RftfalM 3 ^RT RR?TT T^TT; 

mt, tr, %fafaRTR>R im # m\ 36 #rrrrt (7) afa ttrrt (8) sro yfar«if rf rrRt 

# 103, 'RoKTRT W?TR, (£r) faw R^MOI209 4 'RRiTTH-TTif T^R-T^FR T£?R (TJTSTRRR 

t^-fafNi' 3 fjN<£u 4*hi t) ” *psm (3™Hta y*>R) %rTe^r>t, faw wr»tr!r 

“jffcv" t #Tffaft sni RT^709/2005/766 fenif 

t, 3T!j*topr wm r# #t y^ifvm 11 



hTsm t^ft rttIf ( 3rm=far to) Titm ttrrt 11 arfaRflTR srrtt ioo ut. rt fafa. 3 

wwo.05m^fR.#^Tm?p?*i3TFm 5 Tti'^fTO^ 

1#r rf sr <jfHic?i ^ Taro ^r, ^h^sfk wf to% sot iw# # v# urgw ^rn $ irtt 40 mt°t yffr fare 'Rm$ i 
Kl f ffa l Rfe % % STfirfm R?fa # Ri M gqq g ^ f % ffrq 7g# RTT% tft#^faRTT!mRTTI 

sfa, %#R FRRiR, WT SlfafaTR # RRT 36 # TRRRT (12) JJRT TRRT Vlfapfi RiT JlfaT RRft ^ RJ RfaJlT Rjflft 

t %^Rf^r%3^Rt!pT%yff wm » w %3fafcrreft ftpinh i girg# fagRT, frar^afa-aRt w n ft ^, 

37^Rtf^1 ■RTS^ "WiT fl^rta %RTRRI %, "37^ *^3^11 % ^4 T^t ^F, "R«ff^TT sfa wSRn?B% T^WT ‘BWTTr »ft ff^f 0.05 

TITR./fiT.^. ^ 100 TITR/fiT,#. TW ^ ^JT ^ f I 


[ V*. -R. 'SS’VJR-21 (63)/2005 ] 

Rt -q. fnsJU^, Rjy 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1015.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, 
Automatic Liquid Filling machine (volumetric type) of “FL-MH-XX” (where XX-denotes number of syringes) series 
with brand name 1 ELTEK’' (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Eltek Systems, D-103, Maharana 
Pratap Nagar, Nallasopar (East), Distt. Thane-401 209 and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/2005/766; 



Tire said Model is an automatic liquid filling machine (volumetric type) with a maximum capacity lOOg or 
equivalent volume in ml and minimum capacity 0.05g or equivalent volume in ml. It works on the principle of piston 
filler have multiple filing points and used for filling of liquid products like edible oil, water, shampoo and the like. It 
fills 40 fills per minute. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with capacity in the range of 0.05g/ml to l()0g/ml 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy' and with the same 
materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(63)/2005| 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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foftepff. 28 ARtet, 2006 

rai .an. 1016. -~%ten arpr ra, fatter rafarate $rt ran forte nr faraR rate % atari ra? rrtapt te ram t % 
ram trite te rafter topt (rate te n$ anfo% tea) rare: afo ran rarara 3Tfaftent, 1976 (1976 rat 60) nra to 3% ran ranra 

( HfScif AIT M'iHlCH) fanR, 1987 % % aTg^T t afoIR TO Wt ARIAm f fte TORR AARI rat STrafa A te ram TOR 

AnT®fa TOP 7**111 Tffa faffol nfforafont Tf TFT W ARR T^TT; 

‘i-i:. *r*, tetefa rarrara, ;?fi arfateran ra to 36 te ran to (7) tetua) sri nrasterate nr#i rate pr -fora 
rape fa tetete- TiT'T ant tetter-- 203 , n ra tia ran, for antera ntera, - 5 oooe 2 to tetter rara nrartetf (ranfor rat- 11 ) 

rate 'OffRra-q-te nt’.’ fonra%terara tjranrafter, rararafrar, fontRnrara (teroran tor) %tefarara, frarara to raran 
m a>ir te” £ (fatet ramraframra?trant) afo.fatea^nfaifte$ afo ft ist/ 09 / 2004/457 raratteteRTfro?rant, apjARR 
nnrn ran rate afo nralrnfr ratet 1 1 



ram tefepr ffora ten n ar ra rate for rarrafte arararaTtem (tern ran "tor) ntran ranrara ? 1 frarat arfteratra ranra 
6 fra. m. ft ate ^{rarn arara 25 nr. 11 raramrarnraR .raranra (i) soo fte m 1 1 ^rate pra raTtengpRfora t farara Tin nfram 
torrraf-to mfte anfopprar rata 1 1 tort raratera rante (rpt i rat) ante tor qfteira rarfora raran f 1 rarrarar 230 terra, 
so rate r : tort art ffo?i rto nfo ranrr 1 1 

T -raften Rfo % raterra % rafteten ntete rat ranrafo rararan' % ftet 'terate te fote ra fran, terarat te frara ranpri 1 
:-■'. rate- '-raran zm afoTtraran rat ran 36 rat ran ran ( 12 ) ^rt nrarr rafratef rat nten rate fn ^ terara rater 
I fra rarar rate"! ra ranra-ran % terate fteratera ^rt raft fenr, fera?n te rajRR afo rate rante te, terate ^ 

arfotffo rarraq form frara nra t, ftetete raft ranra ra rat te tera. rarater ate rarterrapr % teten rarrarai te tete te 1 fn. rate 
sote.ra. nra'te” ran teftep 100 ft so, 000 ?rra rat ten Rcra-H raqran atenra (trt) afo 100 fra ra. ra rate arteratete” 
rpt % tern 5000 A 50,000 nra rat ter te topr rr ( ttr) ateRR tefo so fra.ra. Rra rat arfrjrarar w telte'T 
rr 1 - to*, 2 ' io*ra 5 x to % , ra t, tet nrarararara: iJ ifrararateraraTirate rr^pr1 1 

[rar. A. ^ra^.RR-2l(67)/2004] 

te. tt. f.wii^Rj, fterara, tefnra ran teran 


?«»' < 1 


\ •« 


4" \ ' 


1 il*.. 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1016. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “CW-JP” senes of high accuracy (Accuracy class-11) 
and with brand name “CAL-WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Cal-Weigh 
Instruments. LIG-B-203. A S. Rao Nagar. ECIL Post, Hyderabad-500062 and which is assigned (he approval mark 1ND/ 
09/2004/457; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table Cop type) 
with a maximum capacity of 6kg. and minimum capacity of 25g. The verification scale interval (e) is 50()mg. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for e’ value of lmg to 50mg and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for V value of lOOrng or more and with e‘ value of 1 xI0 k . 2* K) k . or 5* ]0f 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
w ith the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has bov-i 
manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-21 (67)/20 • f ‘ 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY Director of Legal Metrolog 


643 Gl/2006—4 


MARCH 18. 2iy>6/FBALGUNA 27,1927 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 


(Part II—Stc. 3(ii)j 


# t## 23 9-9 # 2006 

1017.—##9 9TTT7 97, f## #997# £TTT#I 9A{9 #9# 97 #7917 97# % 9C9T9 9* 99T9FT # 997 | % 
9j#7 (# # # ^TT^rfrr ##)'9T3 #7 9T9 9tE:r #9fa99. 1976 (1976 RTF 60) Tf^TT 919 #7 9T9 <TR9i 
• ; f ;■ #T9. 1987 % *39991 %. #p9 f #7 *9 9F: #1 TTVRTTi t f# RFTFTR 9#T 97T $#9 9 # 9R9 9TTT 
*# j##9 9f##=r# v KR tot #;i: 

%#79 979TR, <J99 ###9 # 9RT 36 97t 779 91^ ( 7 ) #R (8 ) £79 #99# 97T 9#1 9# "gR, #9# 

<99 -3iTt #-# • • 203, ^ -RT Rf9 =97, #T9T#7 #7?-, A?7T99G500062 £171 f#f<T 9*9q 99T#T7 (99T#TT # 
^-# # ’ ’ >JWI % 3T9797V£99 q#9, virPTRlfFR. #79399779 997T7) % 9T571 9>T, f#S%> ##97r 

{ f#T -^f ^rm 9759 T RT t) 3TR'f#9 39? 99 #/09/2004/458 TRET##! f#91 991# 



A 99 997R 971 #?; #9 3TT## 3T99##T (#991 3R M) #79 7W911 E997I #WPT ^T9I 

19 9931 100 TIT % ! "99339 9199T9 399991 (#97 9T9 5 ITT. f I ^Wt 997 3TT#T7{^r7 ##f f f#T971 7T9 
9# 3U#TtP99 TJ9T9 t ! 99imTRR# 3T9r3 (T9F i #) TP# t#R Mf#IW 39##1 95T9T f I 399991 230 


TO **171 f9£I9 9919 77 95T9 '-TAR 


T? % 9#979 % 3#f#T 9V# # 9979# oUd#j’ % f#T ## # #9# % f#7, # #993 f99T WRHT 


A 979A '399 ##999 971 9171 36 # 79? 9T71 (12) £171 799 #99# 97 TP# 9# ^ 99 #W 99# 
'•7#T37 # T^h WT-U # ##9 99: f##TT ‘3# #R*RT, #'Cf3 % #7 ^TTt 919# 9, 1#99 

##! <99199)'f. f### 99 #3 <9 # # #F, 991991 3# 97#TT9H % #79 '399 7 a l # C# #t 100 #T. 9T. 

‘3. r A f#9 ! 00 9 10,000 W '# #T 9 7R99R 9T99H 3#991 (99 ) 3# 5 9T. 9T 999 #997 % ‘ * i ’ * 919 97 
7 97 # #r 9 9?9FPT 9FT 9t# 5 0 f97.9T 997 97 #99599 ^fHcfl 91# f #7 “f” 919 1 x 1 0 * 2 x 10*91 
'. 9ST?79f 9? 9j9{F997 ##0 91 7p9 # '19^9 f I 


[97|. 9. ^^99-21 (67)/2004 ] 


#. 9. f9TT#*, ##197, M997 919 f99!9 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1017.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to l! by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-anion;;s<; 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “CW-TET series of medium accuracy i Accuracy class 
III) and with brand name “CAL-WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said mode)), manufactured by M/s Cal-Weigh 
Instruments, LIG-B-203, A S. Rao Nagar. ECU;Post, Hyderabad-500062 and which is assigned the approval mark IN!) 
09/2004/458; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrumcm (Tabic v r- ■ 
with a maximum capacity of 20kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The \erilication scale interval (e) is 5g. it has a i:;;\ 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of ihe machim 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the pow'ers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Cemml 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg v.uii 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10.000 ibr ‘e' value of lOOing to 2g and with verification sea 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10.000 for V value of 5g or more and with V value of 1* 10\ 2 X 10 k . or 5 v K v 1 
k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured bv the same manufacturer in accoro . .. . 

the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been menu! m 

|F No. WM-2 i(i;.•'■■■ 

P. A. KR1SHNAMOORTI-IY. Director of Legal Mcbm. 
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TT'MT 1018.—TTIEE, 1t%E TTfaETRt TET Zp TRtT f RTZ R fTT ERf % RETT TT 7RTTTE ft RET t f% 
ZEE R'R M TiTrf PTScE (ZTE ?t pf RTffE RE) TTc RR PIT TTEET 3Tfa1WT, 1976 ( 1976 EE 60 ) ETT TTS 3TR PTE ETTT 
( EI>/-n Ti TjPPTZ) fETP. 1987 % 'RETT % 3FJ?P E'HTTT f % TP1R1H W EE PTfE P El TEE PTTET 

PETER EElTf 7TTPT PP fpfPR TfE^EEEt E WJEZ Er PETE EEET TEET; 

jT-i : PE, %Prm PEER, TEE ZTfpfETP Eft ET7T 36 EE ZP ETP ( 7 ) 3ffrt TE ETRT ( 8 ) 3ITT EEE VIlEETI EE #1 EEE 
•|E, ERE 7.1E E? f^Z E, EE1 3E| EE -ET- 203, T, EE EE W, fPT3Tl^ tWTlR-500062 SRT IpfpEPPR EE1EET 
( EEE-i'T - ■ r j {.j ) EXE “ 77l El Zt ’ ’ sfETZi % EE-ET E£EE P%E, ETEETfEE, ETTPT 7WI ( RTZ PEP PETR ) % pfe?Z EE, 

fEE% ETT EE ETP ‘' EEE- ^ ” t ( f^TT TEE PTRZ ERT PET t) 3fk fET OTJPTTE fTf* TfT^ T^E Et/09/2004/459 EPTJETti fERl 
EET T, REPPii EETJ[-EE ERT sfk EEElETE EEET t I 



TEE PIATT fa^TE PE PER EE PR TEE ZTTETfr* P-VE : %E if PZZ TEE PER) TREE ZPEETT11 pPETT ^pfEETP 2-RE! 600 
% TIT. PR -^PEP TO 2 PT. 11 PcTTTE PTEPTE RTCf ('$.) EE PTE 100 TTT. 11 ^fEE t fpfPET 7TE 

RTEEf'iTRE) Eiffel 3pffz<1VH TRIE % I PER?! ZRREET EIER ( PET f At) PTTt EtETE hTT'-IIH ZPZffTE ETZT % I 7PTEPT 230 
% E? PR 3 0 TrETEEf ERT fESpT W TT EEE ERR f; f 

Rif RE t HZ % '^TTER % SllEffEE TETtE T-TTTE -RR^Tft % kR TRET T TTTT % frEE R TfRE-R %*{1 RER! t 

RET TRrfE H'TTiR TEE SffafWT EE TRT 36 El T'^M (.12) glE TEE TlfEETl 'EE TPTFT E'?f R? 'EE ’ET'RT ETET 
F TEi TEE HRR1 % T^REE % TRR-TE % RETE TR METfm ETE TTTt feiE, fecff^E % TTJfR TR TR TRET H, 

A TT\TEE TPTR EE fErW fEETI TTT t> f¥rf%T TTTT SfSH.ET % ER ff RET, TTI’fET RR ETfTT HE % EtcEE Z 1 TETRI R #7 EH 5 TT. TT 
E7 6' rFhet % " | ” TR % 500 ^ 10,000 EETEETE H RR1TE (IR) RETTR Tf?E 50 fET.TT. T R^FE7 3TP 50,000 fET.TT. EE> 

^ •iiPfETTH RORI TRE f -3ER ‘'t M PTE 1 x 10 % 2 >• 10 * TT 5 * 10 *, % f, Eft V ET R ET TT TTETRE7 TWfET TT 7JR % TRITT 

f I 


[TT. TT. W^RT- 21(67 )/2004 ] 
Tt, Ti. fTTOTP[f?i, fE^TET, MEET PIT fEETE 
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New Delhi, the 28th February'. 2006 

S.O. 1018.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity yvitli ihe 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approva 1 of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy' over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now; therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “CW-PT" scries of medium accuracy (Accuracy class- 
ill) and with brand name ‘CAL-WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Cal-Weigh 
Instruments. LIG-B-203, A S. Rao Nagar, JECIL Post, Hyderabad-500062 and which is assigned the approved mark 1ND/ 
09/2004/459* 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 600 kg. and minimum capacity' of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting.Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prey cm the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of tlic said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 1000 kg. 
with y crfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for V value of 5g or more and with e” value of 1 * !0 k . 
2*10 k . or 5*10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-21(67)/2(K)41 
P. A. KRJSHN AMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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*nOTf. 1019.—%9fl9 79TR 99, T9IF9 9lf9TR) £R1 971 9799 97 f99R 999 % 9291^ 9R 799919 it 991^197 

999 fCTTT 9 9t% RIFT ( TP% it 9f 3TJ^f?T ^f) 919 #7 919 91997 3lf«rf999 1976 (1976 99 60 ) cT«TT 919 sftT 9T9 W 
(W9f1‘ 99 T^'i^q) 1999, 1987 % T9991 % 39(99 % vfltT TR 919 99 77919911 % TRITITT 99T9 9lt SRtfa 3 9[ 9971 9R?<9 
9«n*hn ttt, itim 917 Wr 9 9ftftsrfNf 9 wj99 7391 trtr 97791 tft; 

T9: T9, %9ft9 7K97R, 999 Stfafwt 99 9171 36 9>t 99 9T7T ( 7 ) 3fk ( 8 .) SKI 999 Vlf999f 99 99t9 97T?t 7TFJ, %T7l 

rtfi.77. i sfa2,Iwist951 **#^,th^t? mffte, 3 to, y^i sk i fqfifae^~w«hn( 99 Ffai^i-in) ^ “tttt 

99 91" *p3on% ararar 7 * 99 ti% 9 a^Rifera cforr( ^ nt i 4 to) %*fer9iT, ftrcr%>t 

9391^ 899 qferi 4% I 99 11) Tl7 f^TR T'jitm 3T^ TR Tt/09/2005/152 f9791 991 %, Tj.HK q 

9919-99 TPTI TTT 997lf?19 97791 f t 


1 



T^RT TtFel D9' fq^ifci 99 997R99 #9 #9 TT9lf7cT 919193WI (WWITOT^T) % I fTTTt Tt'9957R SR79I 300 IT. 
TO. TR -*[999 T991 1 f%. 91. f I Wfl99 ¥RFf T9TTleT (i) 99TT9 50 91. f I fTR 99> Tt99tp99 =jf9?T i f^RTTT 919 9f9?l9 
'9T999lrHT Tftrf ^49^T9319mt I (T^i'it) 99?! cf!?H 91X919 99g ff m 97791 % 1 T9TTO 230 9199, 

50 999 9791991 9171 "f^TT 9919 97 TTi 97791 % I 

T-Slf&FT 9^9 % % TfifeTT 99 9>8<d^i ^TTfRf % fm, litcO 7T 7)T9 % %II 9t It^IT WTTTI 

TR %^FT TTTR TD 3Tfrlwr 9# T7T 36 t! TTR «fTO (12) 3RT 7R7T TlfTRlI T 9919 ^ ^IT %| T7?fr 
t fT 9TT % 30HKH % ^7T 99D1-99 % #1 97Tt ftWfll "5RT 97TT fTHSPcT, f^S% TJ9R 3^R 37Tt 79991 9, fsTRT? 
37JfflfeT RTSFl TT Piqi-Jl far 991 f, fqfqflRT 97Tt % #9 Ft TT, 991 ? -t9T 3^t7 T19Mk'H T 9t?B dMT4'!| 9l #1 ^tl 5 9T9 91 
^TRt 3Tf»7T%“t M 9T9 5000^ 50,000 9TTt^l9'7=179199919 (TT9) TcRlel 9fF9 50 fr.91. $ Tf9T 3fR 300 fr.9T, 

9T99 Tf999T9 ?F97TT91^ f -3fl7“^’’ 919 1 *10*, 2 *10 T 915 ><10^,% TTR9T9199979TTTTT91 ^9% 9M^H7 

%\ 

[951. 77. iS5c^T[*T-2l(71)/2004] 
it. T7, ffTOTFjRr, f9^1T, f9f997 919 fBRIH 


« 1 * { 


1 I ■ -I H" i >■ »■ • -m h ' '*< .. I 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1019.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority , is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity- with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Modelj) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to-render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “SMP” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-111) 
and with brand name “SMART WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. M.G. 
Infotech, No. 1 & 2, Vijaishree Complex, P.L. Sharma Road, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2005/152; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatie weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with maximum capacity of 300 kg. and minimum capacity of 1kg. The value of verification scale interval (e) is 50g. It 
lias a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED ) display indicates 
the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from the opening of the 
machine for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg and up to 1000 kg 
above with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for V value of 5g or more and with e value 
of 1 x l() k ; 2* 10 k , or 5 k K) k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(71)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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R? feTt, 28 TOTOt, 2006 

EE.3TT. 1020.—E6 TK TO, fafte ErfETOE TO EET7T ftete TO ftefK TORT % ETOTT EF EETETE Ft EET F 1% 

<i <3 K1 fteTF E crf%T hTsci ("tet RT te N!tRi tet ) RTF #7 ETE EHTO artef-p-lM, 1976 ( 1976 TO 60) RET ETF 3TR ETE 
(■ffeif TO EHHIRR) fTOTE, 1987 % FTOltef % 3TJTO f ate FE ETR TO EETTOTT t fte "61916 K Wi ATorfV if TO ^TO EFTO 
EETERT TOOTT ate'tefTOR Tfrfp-ff?PTt E 3TO-)TO ten ydM <=ti<cll TiET; 

Tel:. _ 3 TE, •H< C TK, TOR NIpPh^H tet TOE 36 tet TOTTOE ( 7 ) ate FETOE (8) TFT "TRE Wftkl 4 f TO TOTTE FEE 

IT, EeE re tetFtetero, e. i ate 2 , frorEteTOroteiE, teT^r TOtfte, TO, toefttto tetter toeto4et (ETOterr tot-u ) 

TOFT EE EE ft ’ ’ spacll % afTOT 7 JTO E%E, aTOTOTOfteE, TITO FETOE (teTOT FTE ETO 7 ) % Tited TO, fEETO ETF TO TO 
“MJ 7 ” it (fro TOPt FteTEFTOFFTOEteeTTOFTEET t) ateteE ai^HkR fEF anf EE tet/ 09 / 2005/151 EERETErE fteTO TO 
t, a^HkH TOEE-TOT TOft ate ETOterE ERET t 1 



'*}**''' 



TOT HI set TO 1ro?T ter TOR TO cite tecT aiTTOftE aTEFTOtelE EfeTE FTORE (tecT FP? TOR TO) f 1 fEtet aterTOTE 
TOTET 15 iTO TO. f ate ^JEEE TORT 50 TO. f I EcTORE HIMHH TORTeT U) TOT TOE 1 TO f I FEE TO aETOTclcTE TjfTO % fteETO 
TRT TfRl ^tci o-ITOcHIcTO TOftE •3TTTR|d'1 TTO% I ETO^FEEteTOFTEte (TO i Ft) EE^ EtclE RRTO FEEfflE TOTET t I FETOTOT 
230 TOR ate 50 FFEt TOTOff TOT te^R ETO ET TOt 4 FRET t1 

wiPtei teTF R5l TOifror tor % arfRfteR totstt^ ’tofrt %terr torr tef tTOtt tete % Irtt te p1r 4< fron 

TORT I 

ate TOTOT 7TOR TOT artefteFT ter TOT 36 Tit TOTOT (12) TO TOR TTfRRTT TO TOFT TOte || TO TOTRT TORT 

t ter tot Error % ar^TOR % to wi-e % atero TOt tefteter to Rte fteror, teroR % rh ate tot! hiht te teter 
aTjtefter EtecT tetefter frorr tot "t - , tetefterrot tete^Ft^TT, TOTterT ate t>i4hici 6 % Rterr totot teterte 1 fte et. e 

50 fE. ET. TO"!” ETR%teri 100 50,000 TOTOTTOT' ETOTO ETEER 3TRTOT (RE) 77^6 100 fE.ET. ETTOE arfroTT “f 1 

hn % (cm, 5000 Et 50,000 rt> tetter Ef ■ftctotretreh terror (tr) e%r so fte.ET. rt> tet aterTOTE tort tort f ate ‘te’' etr 
1 X 10 % , 2 x lO^ETS x 10 % , % t, tet TOTcTOTOTOTOTOTOteTET"?JTOteEEgEEtl 


[ TO. E. FTOTOE-21(71 )/2004 j 

te. 1- fronted fteTO, ftero etr teror 
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Hew Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1020. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to il by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval-of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “SMT” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-il) 
and with brand name. “SMART WEIGH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/'s. M.G. 
Infotech, No. 1 & 2, Vtjaishree Complex, RL. Sharma Road, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh and w hich is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2005/151; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 15kg. and minimum capacity of 50g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare 
device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 


Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of tpe said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series w ith maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for k e" value of lmg to 50mg and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with *e’ value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10\ or 5* U) k . 


where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principles, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. - 

‘ ' [F, No. WM-21 (71 )/2004j 

P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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fa ffafat, 28 HITT, 2006 

OFTT.3R. 1021.—fafa)¥ W&K H. f% fafalfat£RTifa ITp ftfafa 17 ffalR ¥71 % TRTTRT7 fa HT t ffa 

HI ffarfa fa fafa?T TT5cl (fafa fa fa fat) 1R #7 RI1 RTHi 37ffaffaR, 1976 ( 1976 H 60) HIT 1R #7 ¥T1 ITHT 

( ITS#' 17 ST^fafcl) fwf, 1987 % TTlfa % 3ifaFl t fa7 577 1T7T .fa falTHT f ffa 7T7RTT7 ifal lit fa' fat HI TTS7T 

TIP-far HITT fall fafa faffal fafafafafa fa fall TO 1TTT TfalT; 

3RT: 371 fafal 77717T, HcT ofafaffaH fat TT7T 36 lit H-1RT ( 7 ) 3fa H-1RT ( 8 ) $RT 1HT Sfffafa UT ifal ifat 

farri viim %%3 tr i6 HFrrg^ft ifad, fafa -625001 srt ffafai ihi irrfar (HTfanifa-iil) ifa 

“i 7377-410” fasHT % 3faiT?T^HTlffaT -TTmfarTT rftmTW 1 ! (falRRR1¥R) % fa^T Wi, *WIT H7 ‘* Rdfa” t 
(far jm TW£ IHTfaHcf faTSTt ITT HT t) 37 k ffafa Tjlfal ffa afa 7*1 fa/09/05/6 26 TRrfaffacT t%TT ITT f, OT^fafaH 
WRH 1T7t 3fa TRRrffal Tifaf % I 

Hlfafecl (fafa fa fa 3TTfa% fas) ffafrffafal IRfal 3TTTTffa '3RT7fa7 (>177 fal TTR) cTRTI HIRW 11 Slfa 
farm HRTrfi 30 ffa.TTT. 3ik^ 52RRT 100 T7T 11 TTcTm TTW1 facRRT fa) H *7T1 5 171 t I ^Tlfa Rcfr H falfryH fall f 
0U71! Tie! RfaTTl fafa 37lfal?RIl rat I HURT iSlfal? (Rcfafa) TTefa farf! iffaTl Hfafffi UTTH f I 

7WI 7 30 farR faR 50 T'-fa IFIJlfa RRT flS£T 1TJT 17 Tifa HITf I 



FTTfam Jkz % T^TIil % Tfafaf fa RO^fa ocp^'RT % far. fatfa* fa falfa % ffalT fa %1T WRIT! 

fa< 7 .fat 1 77WR if? aiffain fa ^tttt 36 fa tt- irt ( 12 ) sftt its fafafa n ifar ifar ft*, I?- fa*mr wt t ffa 

117 fa fa TR WTI -H fa -JTTlfa ifa fafafalT SRT ifa fafal fa 3TJ7TR fa7 ifa RTOTT fa, ffalfa HI 

3T5faffai- fafaOi rt fiifar ffair nr fa fafaffar ifat fa^ii fa fafa fa fas; i^fan afar ifaiRn fa faRn hirw fa fafa fa 
100 Ti.-r 71 ; - hit ?nr fa ^fa'infa ffa* 100 far 10,000 Hi fa 1 RR?m im-i ^TvTtrt (Ri) afar 5 thit irfa -37fiii 

fa •'.;•• Tp-.-r -7- r V-TT7 500 fa 1 0,000 Hfi fat far fa 77RH11RUHH afcRIR (¥1) 'iffaf 50 tfai IT Hi fat >fa>HcRT ^PTTTT ifa f fafa 
“t” MT1 1 v iOfa 2 X 10* II 5 x 10* fa f, fa R117m>IT ^fcb IT fa TTR^H f, | 

[ 15T. fa. TRT-21 ( 72 )/2005 ] 

fa. TT. ffa?Hi, fafaTT RT1 fHFT 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1021.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by die p. escribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conforms, with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate sendee under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-aiuomau (Thole 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “ES-410” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-! L) and 
with brand name “ATWAY” (hereinafter referred to as the said model). manufactured by 
M/s. Adhavan Electronics. 18, K.J.R. Complex, 16. Dhanappamudali Street Mumbai-625001 and which is assigned the 
approval marie IND/09/05/626. 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of 100 g The verification scale 
interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect The Light E mi it lug Diode 
(LED) display indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternate current 

power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg with venfwn?;c«i scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 100 mg to 2 g or with verification scale interval (n) Ip she range 
of 500 to 10.000 for V value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of I*10L 2*10 k or 5*I(F, k being the positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance wnh the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured 

jF No. WM-2L72V2O0V 

P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal M*ro(o.,> 
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M fSErft, 28 RRR71, 2006 

1022.—^%TT3TTfwct^RT^ ilTfr! RmV RTfRRTTRR%%% 
3^T ftRt^ 4 Rf% RT^eT ^ R^ 37Tfrft ^‘) R^ 3?R RTR RE=nff srfRfRRR, 1976 ( 1976 7^60) (TSITW^^ TO 
(■RT^Tt' R>T 31^) fWT, 1987 % 3RRRf % 3EJFR TfTO f fRT ETRTTTTT RRpT R?1 RRfa 3 RR7 RT5ET 

rrt4rt rrit TriRT 3fk M»h RftfTRfRRf 3 rrr rrrt x% t tt; 

37tT: RR %R^R TERR;. RfafRRRRft RRT 36 R^RR-RRI (7) #7 '3 T T-«TRT (8) gRt R?T RRpT ^ ftT 

rrtrr # i8%^r3TR^i^H<w, 16 RRERi^gtft r^z, r^- 625001 ^ftf^RR^RRisfar (RRT*fcriR4-IiI) 

1 T3^r-5io TT ®jT^err % ' 3 Rrf%7T^T^rof^Tcr(^<£ w 4 wr) %RT5ETRfl, faR^RreRARiR 4 *'^” 

t (f^ ir4 1 R%rvrir rr<t rtcet w rrt t) Rk f44 R^nkn f^t «tt^ t^t^ t/09/05/627 77R^%t %rt rrt t, ^hIsh 

RRPR-RR w4 Rht yoblftlrf TOt t | 

^RT RESET fof^T R3T WK rit -HR ^ RTRTfar TftETRRWl«! (^Rwf TOR^T) % I IRRit STftlRRTR WT 

1000 fRT.RT. t 3|R '^{icIH STRET 4 %.ET. 11 RTETRE HIHHH 3RRTET (4) RTTRET 200 RTR%1 1774 TTSfi 3TT ^ 4 fl<rH ^f4d t fRRTRTT Wf 
R^TiR WrUi.^TTTtnn., ¥-ttTc^T ^RR^ER RRTE f I REE7T TOE^ TREfe (TJET i *$) EtEET Rf T RTR 4H^f$ l 4 RRET 11 3 E 5RUI 

230 7 Tre re 50 ?>ir4 teeterT rrt ?wa we et ee4 rret 1 1 



ReFer w % ewe % arfnfw e#t R?r wrj4 % Ietr; TstEET ^ TtE>% % fm. eIehr; rHrIET W7RTI 

4tr T4 e TREE ERE 3TfRfwr Et RRT 36 RatEE-RRT (12) SRT !>KE VlRw4f EEERWrE^|HT R1 M)E u I! EEEtt % 
3^RT RfeoT % 3PJRRrT % 177 % 3RF^ ^RI 3# fOTcT, % 3f^RR 3?tT TOt RTROt f^RT^R^l 

SEJRffer Rfeef RR EttiW fe?n RRT t > NHf4<1 Wl ^ETT % ^ 4 rt. RRT^m sffc 4>l4HlcrH % TTlEET ^ ^ 

5 TTi'. RT3TO 3liw 4; “ ?”RET %fERI 5004 10,000 TRT “fftT^T4 ERRPTRRRRR3RT7TeT (TTR) R%R 50 fqr.RT. ^ RfR^T sfR 
3^7 5000 f%.RT. cTRT^t 3Tf44ETR ^TRcTfRE^f 3TI7 “4" RET 1 * 10* 2 * 10* RT 5 * 10* % f, "4l RT ^HtRRi ^ r fel 

RT TJjR % RRrtER R j 

[RR. R. ^^'^R-21 ( 72 )/2005] 
4t. TI. Ir^UR), t¥RR7 RTR fR^TET 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1022. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sect ions (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, non¬ 
automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “ES-510” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “ATWAY” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Adhavan Electronics, # 18, K.J.R. Complex. 16, Dhanappamudali Street, Mudurai-625001 and which is assigned 
the approval mark JND/09/05/627; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e; is 
200 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display 
indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 5000 kg with number of verification scale interval (n) in 
the range of 500 to 10,000'for V value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1* 10 k , 2* 10 k or 5* 10 k , k being the positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21 (72)/2005] 
P A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M TWT, 28 T&m, 2006 

^T37T. 1023.—3nf^NTf 77TTT 3E7l 3T7<]7T ft^ ^ 77*fl*TFT'?>T ?RI £ j% 

TTcT ItRlt if ^#RT -rTScT ^ ^ -3TPJTSTT ijtf ) TR afa TPT FFR7 3Tf«rfWT, 1976 (1976 TT 60) cT*TT *TR sftl Ffm TOFF 
(TRJRf T7 f^m, 1987 % TTofTT % 3T^rq t 3?f7 TFT ^ 7TFPRI f % FRITF? 'Spfrl ^ 3Pfft! if *ft ^ 

^T«TrafrTT «RTTT TSPTT 3?R‘faffcFT FfTfp-lfMf 3 TT^RT ^TT W T^TT; 

■3R: 37^%=?fN777^17, ^3Tprfsm*^«rRT 36 ^^T-«TITr (7) 3?h TT-FTO (8) g l U TO T ^ST5~#T^R% %q, 

TTITR 7%F7T FT^R i#S*, FTRFRF ( f^TcTT) %TR-67363a £171 firfMfrl TO *?*TT«fcTT 

w\ (^«7Ficrr-<nf-if) sjisrRT%3 fpr-tjer Trrrwof (rsrrpt wm ) %tt, f7ra% 

W^TThTF ‘■'nRTR" t (f^*FFi'^a%F7TFT MTTSN WT^T t) 3?fr T^T f^E3Tlf Tpm/09/2005/760 FRT^IcT 

tor F^TT t. arjfte WT-TT 3?k W>lf?R ~<E7<ft11 

W TfeR T51 TO, ‘*7T7 3?T«|Tft?r 7P7 W(1) rftfTIWOTFt I TJTpfft 3#™T SPRT 300 FT. 

t 4 t^t?f7 *sm 500 fr. Firt Itottr* nwr (i) tttr io fr wit i^f •ar^rg^^wt ftrasra^ra tttr 

mfef NT^T^FFT FFTF11 fafa^FS fe/RNTSPite (TRTTl 5T) Wf RTFR RfRTfM 73£f$?T TFTT t! RFTTOr 230 %-R 
afosO'S^sf JWI«wT ^f^cr F^FTFTT^pf ^OOTt Ii 



TRTfm % TJSRR % 37f?rf7^T F#7 ^FTTf % 7srref% ^ 7RT^ % f^TTT TT^FK NT f^T ^TTCIT I 

alfr 77TTR "3'ctd arfFf^PT ^ FRI 36 RT” *7KI (12) SKI M^"6 ^ifW^f TT TTROT ^TT FTT MFNh RRcft % 1% 
Pl'S'cl ^ 37 ^h 1^'T MR1 ,J I~ 1 1^1 ^7 Nrf'tri 37 h) f^PlFiclf §KI ftd^iio, aT^TTR 3^7 TST ^flHii} TS^Kf 

3T^^fcd TfeR 37T fTTf^r f^RT T F-fT f, T^eTT % ^ ft ' 5 T® : TT s: Jcn aflT ^hlcR % cflFR RFTRI fft # 

100 fR.TTT. ^ 50,000 FT*T 7RT *' *t '’ '*TFT% f^r 1 f*T. TTR ^ 50 f*7Nt3IR ?R7% $ 7T66FH FTT7H 3T?TTTcT (^T) #7 100 

fF R m -RT^77^ -37fiRT% , ^" TR%fRTi 5000 ^ 50,000 TPF^^f if TFT 377RRT (T^) 77%?T 50 %.m rRT^ 

arfv^FT ^TRi-sn^f 3^7 tttt 1 x 10 ^, 2 x io % ^5 x io % % f, ri fth^ 1 1 1 

[TI. 77.^T/tnT-21( 135)/2005] 
i\. R. f^TRT, WRfT TT7 fw 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 


S.O. 1023. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “MZJ” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “MEEZAN” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Meezan Electronic Scales 
Pvt. Ltd., Kodangad. Kondotty-Post. Malappuram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/ 
09/2005/760; 


The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 300 g and minimum capacity of 500 mg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 10 mg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for ‘e ? value of 1 mg to 50 mg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for V value of 100 mg or more and with V value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10* or 5*10 k . 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No, WM-21(135)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28W^ f 2006 

^T.31T. 1024.~%^TTm^R^T, fm 

4 ^ffira wm (44 4 ^4 anffr 44’) ^4^^ RRm atf4fwr, 1976 (1976 mr 60) 44 rr rfr? 

(Ffeif ^h1<h) 4m, i987%^4f%ai3?Rt a4?^w^4HimntfFWTiR7 3J4tF^3Ftf44 *4 

mm* t#r 44 4rim -444444 4 w mn tIr; 


WT: m TR^K, arfafmmt RKT 36 mtmRKI (7) 44 3R-RRT (8) SRI Wft ¥1^4 mr 94M <6tfl 
4 r 44tm mVsnrc, *T4<d<iV44e (f^n) %t?t- 673638 srafqf^pww*}!!! 

mf (' ? Tm4rn mi -hi ) m4 ‘ ‘ tr 4s 4'” %atmm •fjP'i ■wfeci ^^xjifcici alcn ’3 h<*>< u i/*riI'i (Wd 4 ft x«t>K) %’hT-sc^ mr, 

f4F47?ri^mTm ,< 44TH’’ t (f44^‘?R%R?^'3^4r5?Tm$T 7 Tmt) 44f443Fj4mf4f stt^ tr^/ 09/2005/76i 

fmm trt <sfi44r ‘5rv j i- t t? ^t 4 44 umrfsFi 4 i 


3<=w 4fecf 4f^f% 4*r ««hK *tr 4ri afnrnfcr (%^r 44 x=f>K) 4 i ifFfmt %prtt 30 

fm.TTT. 44 ^£3cfH ^FRTf 100 TJTR% I tfrqm HHHi’i 4<Ki<n (^) mTRR 5 TIFT f' I 5 <hA aTPRl^R% f^RTmT?RT 

mf4r afrr^cjcH 11 fafmrs fmmi (irmbst. ) 44 ft mR«iir wfaci m^n t1 3w”i 230 

44e 34: so mj f4^?r mrf mem t \ 



Ferfm t$tz % % srRdtmr R4Hmt m?4r % fm, 4 4?4 % 4r 44ms «# fmm ^tttrti i 

44 wmu3444mmtm36 ( 12 ) srcr tstf ^if^w4tmi y44i ^tt -q% 4RRTmRftt fm 

4rs^r % ^ wi-^ % sMcr ^4t fqfmfm srt ^r 4 te, fssii^ % 44 ^4 m4? 4 , 4tr4 

^I^iTho 4mr mi 4 ft4i fmm w t, f4ffe 4^1 % 44 jt 4m, ^«n4m 44 rnmi^n % 'vr*m 4f4 %4 
100 4t.tjt,4 10 , 000 -rtrw ‘‘^ ,, RR%t4^ioof4.iTR42ijmcrm% 4sr4 rithh 4ito (ftt) 445T7Hm^?4' 
3 if 4 m% “'f” rh%%^500 4 10,000 wmtfar4RrfqiR'i rrrr 4 ^H 5 ri (T 37 T) 7 i%ri 50 fm.m rrmmt srfamrR 
f 44 “i” rfi 1 x ip*, 2 x 10 * m 5 x io % % f, 41 qRicqmm ^yifmmf 1 

[ mr. 4. ^r^TTiT-21(135 )/2005 ] 
4. f^TT^fri, fr^rm, f¥4m rr 


• «■••!► I * "I 
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18, 2006/WfT 27, 1927 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1024.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “MZT” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-111) and 
with brand name “MEEZAN” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Meezan Electronic 
Scales Pvt. Ltd., Kodangad, Kondotty-Post, Malappuram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and 'which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2005/761; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; 


« 



in addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36. of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with verification scale 
inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg to 2 g or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g or more and with ‘e’ value of l*10\ 2 x 10 k or 5xl0 k , k being the positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(135)/2005] 
P. A KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


643 GI/2006—6 
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7 ^ Rr#, 28 W#, >006 

77.37. 1025.—717777 70, f7%7 TTTfwfr £171 3# RTcpl ftTt£ 77 fw 75# % R77T?t7? 7RT717 # 771 t fa 
377 f## #' 7TS71 (7# # 7^ SlTflfT #&’) 713 #R TIN RJ775 RfTfTTR, 1976 (1976 77 60) 77T 7T3 #R RFT RRT) 

(*fe£ "77 3Tj*te) #77, 1987 % 377# % 3T^7 f #R $71 717 7ft TTMT^TT 1#5 TFTTTR 77# 75t STT# ## 377 R#el 
77T«RTi "HTJ 73#! #R f^f^T Rf^T*!## # 3'RJcRI R7T KR 7R7T 9%RT; 

317: 317%## TRTiR, 777 ^#777 Tit 7RI 36 7?R3R-7Rr (7) #t7 (8) &RT 3PT7 #77# 77 R#7 757?t fR 
#717 fcl^lPHTH 3%RR Rl#3 fHfR^S TURK, 7l#ddV#73 RRTTJ7R (f^RTT) %RT-673638 7RT ###3 RSqR 771#f! 77 
(R71#T1 7# III) 71# ' ‘ TRl #£• #” sflITTT % #7575 T£77 R%7 3TFr7T%7 7T7H 377577/R#7 (-RfeR# 1M) # RT77T 73, 
f#R%7t£75T71R M #t717 M f (f## $7# W# RTTI^777 RT571 W 7711) #k f## f% 3TT# R7 #t/09/2005/762 

7H^f^l7 #571 R7T f, SRJRfcRf RRT7-R7 TRl #R R75Tf#3 757# 11' 

‘37777571 ( 7 # #" 7 ^ 3 ll^fd ) fq<J>Rj #7 y=hK RR #<3 ^imf# 3 R 77 Tf #7 71317 3 R 7577 i| HRT 7 >t TTfRTKTR STR 7 I 
1000 T 75 .RT. t #R'^ 73 R 817714 fefaflR 11 R< 7 TM 7 RIHRH #37171 (f) 75 TRT 7 200 TTFT “t I$ 71 # 375 3 TT#Rc!^T 7^731 f^RTl 
717 Rf 77 T 7 '^ 177571717175 ' Tlfel 37 ^ 7^717 RRT 71 ? I R 75 I 71 3 ? 7 T #75 ISIT# CRTT'^ #t) R 3 # 7 T 7 H Rf#TlR 3 T l#§l?l 757311? - 1 TRTIT 0 ! 
230 #?3 #R 50 RcTTT# 7 RI 17^7 W 77 75 # 7 R 7 T f I 



WlPMM "Rfe Tit R3H757 % 3TfM777 7#T Tit Ti4<?.\ui ^sq^Rf % fRfR ^ iRRt % f7fR rRtT^ 7t fen WQ7TI 

#T RITjk 777 3TN777 T^t 7RT 36 Tit TR-RRT (12) SRI R77 i'lRw^l' 77 RTpT 7R7 7? TtW 7R7t t ITT 

■377 7T57T % ^ RTFT-RT % 3RPf7 "37ft fTfa'Tfol pTI "37ft 1OT7, % 31^777 #7 - 37 ft 777# #, RRT7t ^377 

7f,?<R ^ fRqftr fTTRI 7-P fsf7l% ■37ft ^ # #71, 77T»f7T TT^RTTPf % #717 3W< U ! # ## "# 

500 fTT.-r R 10,000 t#.RFf cITT 7H % %R 5 T77 TT 37# 3TfqT7 % 7RTIR7 7P1 #77171 (R7) 7T%7 50 t#. 77. # 
£000f7.7T. TTTTitaifTTITR SRI7T7T#f #R RRlxlO^ 2'<10 % T15xl0 % % f, #t RTTTmRT^OIITTTJ 'jprfr> TT 
•••■ . } c. . ' •; r- ■ 


[751. 71.55«7^RR-2l(l35)/2005] 

#, it. ^jwrRjfir, rtt fwi 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1025.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “MZP” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “MEEZAN” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/ 
s. Meezan Electronic Scales Pvt Ltd., Kodangad, Kondotty-Post, Malappuram (Dt), Kerala-673 638 and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/762; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200 g. It lias a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply;. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of the same series with maxi m um capacity above 50 kg and upto 5000 kg and with number of verification scale invervai 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10 k or 5* 10\ k being the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

% 


[F. No. WM-2 l(1.35)/2005j 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M farrft, 28 TOR), 2006 

1026 — ^t, fafer urfroft m ^ INrc to) mim i \to t fa 

"3^1 ftre k ^fSjtT kfSel (#*) ^ ^1') wz ark TO TO3v^faP44M, 1976 ( 1976 ^>T 60) 7T*rr W 3?k TO 

C*iT«^ tt Pt’hh, 1987 %"3q^qf % afft ^fi to ^>) tthito % fa mmmk trFt sfak k if) tot k fecT 

W*fa TOT T#T sfa fafTO Tfapfafaf k TOJW k*TT WI TOT TfalT; 

-3M %fafa TR^TR, 333 ^Tfafam 3it TOT 36 3^ 33-TO1 (7) afa (8) 5KT ¥lfal3f 3>T ifaW 3R?t ^ 
3T^n^ 3TRTT3 7T3TT, 3. tr/5, qi'lcl TSfejTO^3, 31^-400604, HSKI'Vf £TCT fafHftd TTef’’ sj'Otf! % 3fa3T 

k'^'l v\h<\ Ps^'Rhm TO %kre^T^I, f^FFT% «ri^ ^T ^TT*T * * 3fT^cT(^ T3[^^eT * f t (fa3 4JMK1333 3>CI ‘131%) sfa 

W fa^ 3T13 TJ3 ^t/09/2005/461 felMt, 3^54 TTTOT-33 ~to) afc; T3> l f?l<1 3R3tt I 



tohP s^fcPi TO3 ?t t farefa arroFrfor tot toro%itfafeq Psw^ffd kte*fa)f i 

^33TO w 43 kW< 1 11 TTfa 3faTOT % ffalTffaf 3?^ k1^333>fa 3>)^ | ipfa fafa *5 fa*3?T‘fep^ TO 

'3i71! aifa'TOM ¥TO TOT 5 afaTk'TO faTOfTO 6 3faf^f f | '^J'TO'5rfa 10 fa. #3*$ I M4>l¥l 37 3 ' qfa gfag (^gT$^t) 
fa?R TOTO Wfflfl TOT 11 TO k* TT^fa k%fa3icT 3t3?^R 33fW 111WW 230 kte3 afa 50 ^sf TOT 

fk^r KI4 m to) ^R?n 11 

T^lfi-H'l ^3 aFt kkr ^ ^rfrtR-fcl *Pl<iRM ^pT3 'SRt ^6l4<; 3fk3)"^l?^S f%^T WTTT fllP+> 3 ^* ^TZ 1 ^ TOTFlk % 
73 V 5 ~51T% TT T!« 6 T ^T Tpfr ^fkkrscl k Mt TTPTTft, 1 ^<+^Uh 1, fem^T, ^f%3 SI4HW, ^f^'l fkSTCT 3Tlf^ 3T^ r < 

V, T ‘SO Tf4 :1 


[^. k. W^T33T-21 (161 )/2005] 
kt. i;. ^)Tuii*ifS ( P^m, krfw 'm fzm 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1026.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of Dispensing Pump with 
digital indication of “EAE-HL” series with brand name “Aplab-ExceJ” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), 
manufactured by M/s. Aplab Limited, Aplab House, No. A/5, Wagle Industrial Estate, Thane-400604, Maharashtra and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/461. 



The said model is dispensing pump with digital display with five piston type positive displacement meter. 
The maximum flow rate is 45 Litre per minute. It has preset device for money and volume. The display is of liquid 
crystal display (LCD) type. The maximum volume display is in 5 digits and price display is in 6 digits. The smallest 
display is 10 ml. The instrument operates bn 230 V, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. It has an electro-mechanical 
totalizer. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done on the Metering unit and totalized to prevent 
the fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. 

[F.No. WM-21(16 0/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M 28 W-O, 2006 

^T.31T. 1027.—wt % 

^ ^ ^f% FTCR (-sfHT ^ snffif ^f) *ttZ sfa TTFT TjH^ ^TfafFTF, 1976 (1976 60) 7T«TT FR 3?f7 FFT TTFR7 

(FT^ff FF 1w?, 1987 % % SPpF t 3?h: 7TFFRT t f% dMMK ‘5r%T 3Tqfa 3 FT ^RT FF5R 

-5RTTI T^TT sfa MhR Tfftj^rqf 3RRWT T^TT; 

3TT: ^37fvfWT^^1TTT36^'^-tlRl(7) ~3F-qTTT (8) gRT T 4 ^T V l fal^f ^T 

3TFTTF 3PRTFTR7T, 7.11/5, wm ^P^ci J$Z, ^FI-400604, FgK I ^. 5T7T “^-F^T T^t” jjTIRT% 

TTf^cT f^ffFT FF %FT5R^I, «is ^FTF “aTFn^TraRfa” t (f^ F^TT^B^RT FTSH WFFT 

t) 3?l7 %Ff ^3^-05^1/09/2005/462 fell FFTt, <8^5*1 FFM-FF#7 wt t f 



TTspf hTs<H TTSR- fe<H^ff|j| F*F <fiT f fcrctf 7J^T> TTfttf FF3 ftVH 3^77 % llfaTiq ifcx W) f I W^T 

STfWlH W 45 cr^lVi'i'5rRl fFR't I 7T%3?[7FTFr% %^'?7T^ FT^7T $f£F 4H{'^ ^ f | ffrifaqs f&Wtf fSTFt WTT 

^rf 1 uhr Frsrr 5 snsf 37i«nsrft+AH ^ 6 aN?f ■% 11yqvf io fa. Rtert i iwf» f?r s i qte 
W&t <TfcR 4R*J|m SF^ffld F=77TT 11 "'FT *f -dVdl^-K BFft*7?T 11 3F«R U I 230 %*£ 3?t7 50 'STTTFTTf *TT7T 

fasjTT To F7 FfI TOT 11 

wiPho 3 T fir f7 ^ oV I f i ffire ^r mIa ' 45 afrc gfeOT *g Reft^ttttttt difa 4^' mqgKf % 

fe5TT?F, TlfeMIR, Ff%Ffa^RT 3TTfcF> 8*lA' 4fWH 

FREFT^T7T%I 

[F7. 7T. , 5^J v ^T-2l( 161 )/2005] 
Ft. 17. ^JWIIhTS, fifoW, FTF f%T5FT 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1027.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given beiow) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model Dispensing Pump with 
digital indication of “EAE-HL” series with brand name “Aplab-Excel” (herein after referred to as the said model), 
manufactured by M/s. Aplab Limited, Aplab House, No. A/5, Wagle Industrial Estate, Thane-400604, Maharashtra and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/462; 



The said model is a dispensing pump with digital display with five piston type positive displacement meter. 
The maximum flow rate is 90 Litre per minute. It has preset device for money and volume. The display is of liquid 
crystal display (LCD) type. The maximum volume display is in 5digits and price display is in 6 digits. The smallest 
display is 10 ml. The instrument operates on 230 V, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. It flas an electro-mechanical 
totalizer. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done on the Metering unit and totalized to prevent 
the fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuitdiagram, 
working principle etc. 

[F. No. WM-21(161)^7005] 
R A. KR1SHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M 28 RRRTt, 2006 

RtT. 3?T. 1028.—%R\tRRictiHR5T, fqfefl yi(R=bl(l '5RT3^ y^dl Rh 1<£ R7 P=i'qKRR%% H^RiRR^'RRTRFfl-ft M^lit 
3ReT ItT? i Rf&RF RTS?T (RT% i} -rji 3TTf?fR ) RTC 3lh RTR RTTO 3TMWT, 1976 (1976 60 ) RRF RR sfft RTR TO 

(RfS^'SET ^-qt^T) Tr^r, 1987 % % 3RJ^R t ^R RTcT ^t RRFRRT f t% d»llc1K 3FRtR R?t RRfa rT 3ReF RT5?T 

RRT*faT RR1R TRpTT 3^7: fafro RftfR4%Rt' i 3H^W -fcn WR RRcTT T^RT; 

'3T(T:. 31R %RfFRRTR>R, "SRcT 3TfRfRRR R?I ^TRT 36 R^RR-RRT (7) aflfa RR-RRT (8) &RI HStI i»lIVl4l R>T yqVl TT 
^RtHrrFrWr, 14/1, ^l<d, 3PT55f^W, , %^-600 094 'gRTfRfRf%R^R RRF«f?TT M (RRFsfeFTRTf-II) RT^I “l^T 

3TR ,> s^orrll % 3TRiRT 7JRR tnl^O 3-1 *-q-q| fold ^^4RJTfRR>' TftoTT <JH C M ,, [ (iqd 3H H^H.) % mT^CI R5T, f31R% 9)15 R>T 'IIH 
u %£t” t ^$3^1^^/09/2005/810 RR^ftl?! *IRlt, 

3T*jRfcl rrtr-rr wfl Rfa ycbifVia ^PTcft" 11 

RRtT RTSrT (R^ it R^ 3Rftf?T fq^T ^5T RRR R^T RTC 3RRTfcl SRRRTfdcF (^RRT RFR RR^R RR) cfrdR 

3RRRR t i W^t STfaRFcTR SePRcTT 30 felT. t 3ffc "'{HclH STRRF 40 UTR11 RoMIMHRIHHH 3RRTeT 0?) RRRTR 2 TFT % I TR> 
STRl'M^dH T^r t fRRRR W 3l1WRT RRWT1FTO «rrftR 3FT$RjJeFR RR?R t1 RRRR ^oFTsfo ‘•SIrYs ('Tel i ^t) Rg?f RtdR RftRTR 
RiRTF %1 <JH<=b{U| 230RFR£ 3^7 50 RcRFReff RTTF fa^pf TfglR RT RR*f TOR 11 





RdlfwRI R^3 % ♦jsUh'i % 3 iRiU'=K1 R^tIr >+4"i v Jut % Term. <ale1^ ^ % fem, rT f^RJT ^mpTT I 

3^%^RR^R^r3lfRfWT^RR[36^RR'RRl(l2)g[Rf ^ Rfl 3RPTRR^ fR, ^RtW Wl t 

3R4 hT-5tI % aTJRt^R % fR RRM-RR % ^Hel'icl J-hI [qFilial SKI ~3Rt Eh«& ld, fS'41^'1 % 3TJRR 3^7 <stTl RRtoT f^RR^ 34e1 
37^Rt%T RT5cT R>T fRRW f^RTF RRT f, ^JWT % ^ RRI^RT 3^ R)T4 wRT % eftm 3RRRRT Rl ^fl 

1 fR. TFT. ^ 50 fR. TFTR 7TR7 4 'i* ’ RTR% 100 RF 5000 7TRT% ^5T^f RfRTRR 3fRRIeF (T^) 100 ft. TM RT 3R$ 3}fRR7 % 

“i" RTR %1^TR 5000^ 50,000 TTRTR^'ff RR 37RRM (RR) Rf?7T 50 fe. RT. TRRRft aqrf^fFR W RT^ f sfa * * ^ / r 

RTR1 x 10 % , 2 x 10 % RT 5 x 10 % % f, Rt RRT7RRT RF ^RIcRRT ^T?R7 RT^R% RR^eR f I 

[R^F. R. ^TTR-21 ( 222 )/2005 ] 

it. T. fRF#, ft^lch, fRfRR7 rtr fw 
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N , w IX Ihi, the 28th Februaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1028.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model descnbsd in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights avid Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “NHR” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “NELCO” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Kiri Scales, 14/1, New West 
Street, Awai Nagar, Choolai Medu. Chennai-600 094 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/810; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 40 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare dev ice with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Vblts and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
supply; * 





In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for V value of lmg to 50 mg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for “e” value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10 w , 2*10 k or 
5* 10*, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(222)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


643 G i/2006—7 
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^ fccrc'f), 28 2006 

cFT.3^T. 1029.—4U«bU HiT, SKT "3^ "STTRcT H7 % ^1^^ 7THTVR ft HHT % fa 

tot friti 'ft nf% hT-s^ ("ftt’ft ft"nf 3TTf>i% fff) hth sftr hr w ^rf^fwr, 1976 (1976 hjt 60) hht hr 3^7 hr hh<* 

(Hfeff H>T SI^HtRH) f*RH, 1987 % 3R3 ft' % 37g7R t 3^7 -^Tf HR ^?f t ^TOR THt 7 ! H?t 3R*ff H »ft "3H3 Hfe^T 

HHifm hhtr tgPtt afa Wh qftR^iM ft' ^rg^r #n 7 ^ hrr t^tt; 

3RT: 3TH TR^K, "35R3Tf*#FTH^ HTTT 36 Hft3H~HT7T (7) 3?ft 3H-HRT (8) gH! TRtI 5JI$W*ft’ HiT 1141*1 «h^ "gft, 

i4/i,^ft*e**?te, 3 t®t$hh7 , g<rii^ft§, %=^-6oo 094 sRifafafto h«rHH iftRHft (HHP^Hft-m) Hnrt 
“RR'Tftft" ^**11% TTtcR 34<MU| ft> %R f^R) %HT3RH5T, fRH%TOHnHTH’'%3ft” f 

(f^^*"57I%HVHNR k 3HaHT^"^HHTt) 3ft7f^ 3TgfttaHf^3flf 1R^/09/2005/811 ^^Mfeqiwf, 3jgftt<R 
hhri-hr 3^7 y<*>ifew HR?ft 11 

^°K1 HT&ci (ftnfg<st) ^°h ft^l y<t»RH>T HRftd 3j|fcflf<.<i 3T7HHTfa?T (Rft<iRTF 1 ! % ftrfR 
lifclH 8 WJ| % | ^cp?ft StfaHRH $H<TT 300 fa.Td. 13fR^J^TH STHcTT 2 HTH f I "TRHRH WB 3R7RT (f ) RJTHB 100 UTH 

1 1 TTrft r^ft 3ii^qg^ gfHtrf ?m yftivw ^*('4v<rHifH<*> Hifftr 3mto^<?H rhih1 1 toti spite (rr^ ft") 
tffcR ^ftufTH 34gf$|<f RR?n % I 3W7H 230 ftfce 3^7 50 'JRHRdf HRT fa$<T 3JRTH H7 Hflft HRR 11 



T^rf^PT Rft<i % *j,S\i e t>'1 % 3i|af<ctfl Hit % "ftrtR Tafclft ft <l°hft % firtR ft!<ri a <'g *ft Ffc'HI 3rnM,-*fl I 

3fa%^7R^‘3^3Tfaf^HftHRT36Hft'3H-HRr(l2)5Rr HRH flfaflfl HiTTlfttRHHftfR HS Hft’RlIHRtftt % 

4^ HTS^T % %^7T RHM-R^ % 3iq j fn 37 ft g,|<| fTHSHT, % 3?g7?R 31^7 "37^ ill i«{7T^'3 ; ^T 

3TgHtft??f HT5cT °h( Pinf'Ji fRJRT HRT "37ft ^ c t>, RHpftn 3ft7 c w4hio 1’1 %" TTtcFT <iH c tj7 u l *ft ^fft "3ft 

50mRT3R^3ftHR>% HR%%R500^ 10,0007TH>% ^T"ft TRHW 3TR t7W (R^) 77%7t 50 fo. TH. 3Tf«R> 3^7 1000 
favCJT. 3f?fHW7 ^RffTHl^f 3ft7 ‘’^ M HR 1 x 10 % , 2 x 10* HT 5 x 10^' % f, "# RT 7fe l 7 IT <H ' < =6 gu i fe ?HT"^ 

%"7RT ^ f I 

[R^T. H. ^S?gTIR-21 ( 222 )/2005 ] 
it. R. fafm; HR fRUH 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1029 . —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (conversion kit for platform) with “NCT” series belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name “NELCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Kiri Scales, 14/1, New 
West Street, Avvai Nagar, Choolai Medu, Chennai-600 094 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/811; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (conversion kit for 
platform) with a maximum capacity of 300 kg and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of si milar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 1000 kg with 
number of verification scale inverval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 50g or more and with “e” value 
lxio\ 2><10 k or 5*10\ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(222)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28 ¥57*#, 2006 

1030 .—%#¥ fafe<T yrfa«t>i7l srt ^ frM ¥7 f#?R w ^ t f% 

Tf^r ft¥t£ arrfd^ ^‘) #7 rft riw arfaPrqM, 1976 (1975 =pt 60) tt«tt #7 rtr rto 

( ¥5T fW7, 1987 % ^WTt % #7 ^77 Tim ¥5t 7TRP3FT? t % TRTT # Mt ^?T #5?! 

Ren*far w( R^nr #7 ^ 7tar t^h ^rm T^ni; 

3rt:, m^R, # rkt 36 ¥5t^r-«mr ( 7 ) 3jtr(8)p7^i ?rf*m4f¥ tt¥% rTr?t -fc# 

#¥7H if&n, W 77. 51,52, ^37SW$!5 V&Z, 7#PT ZTC¥ % TTTR^, 7R^f-«TPW Tfe, RRT-RlT^n, 

f^TPTT (¥*¥#¥ ^f-JII) 4 4 *!R7H ’ ’ »f731?n% 37¥>¥5 7£*R 77fc?T, cftpR 

7W (^#3TTO7) f (ft# ?7# ^77%RTSPT W¥¥T t) sfa ft# 

3757^ f^ 371^ T^T #709/2005/597 TTRJ^fVTfl %qt ¥¥! f, TRTI ¥R ¥t# #7 yfr l ft l rt ¥57?ff f I 



^ft RTSe! V;* ft=RT t^ 5T W- ¥1 HR T^eT STraifel (^ #57 W7) 7TTPR <*Mcffl.m f I W# 3#7^m 8J¥?n 

40 #T^£T?m ^Firf; 100 ft>. TIT. t: 77cqm TOH 37^TOcT (i) ¥5T¥T¥ 5 ftr.TIT. 11 ^7# 37# *1(JPH t ftlfPTTI W 

TiRrem 3 t#*t7jpft-11 toi 4^* si4te (x^#) tt^ #c=pt ¥fftrm 3T<f$ni wit 1 230 

#7 so vc^TFTeff rttt I^tt y^ft ¥7 ¥5# rrtti 1 1 

72T#F[ % »Js(icM % ^TfrTffttT H^Fl*i # <=»4q5i<l % f^TR TatrT^ 7^ 7t°II¥ % f^n7 # f%¥T ^|U^I! I 

#7 777TT7 ^ 37f#W7 # ¥f7T 36 # 3¥-qi7T (12) ^RT Wtf 7T%¥f ¥#¥ ¥RTt ^TT ¥F RtW ¥7?fr 

t f% WRTScT % 375#^ % ^77 W 1 ^ ¥¥ % #Ff?T ^TTT ^7Tf fff- 5 R, fe5FT^T % ST^TTR #7 Wf 77nTOTR, f^T7# W 

375#fer RfecT feT T^n f ; ^ # %¥t, Rsrmr #7 =pphm % fftepr # ffn ^tt 

ftplfttl TRT #?cTT ^F, ¥¥T#TT #7 ^FhTSF! % #PPT IW^l # # 5 TIT. ¥T TFTR 37f#P % “^” ¥¥7%%* 

500 ^ 10,000 TT¥T#^5T^' 77?¥m ¥T¥ 77%TT 5 ^ 3lf^) #7 100 ^ TTRT# 37fR¥nT¥ W(TT Wt f #7 "^’' RH 1 x 10 % , 
2 x 10* ¥T 5 x 10* % f, # R¥!«T¥r ¥T ^ T 0 ^ ^ ^ f I 

[¥51. 77. T5#^T?7-21( 176)72004] 

#. 17. -^wn^frl, fi^l=h, f¥#P ¥T¥ f#TH 
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WT3t: rtM 18, 2006/WpT 27,^1927 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1030 .—Whereas the Central Government after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformin' with 
the provisions of the-Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use -and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “Jonson” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
ciass-III) and with brand name “Jonson” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Jonson 
India, Plot No. 51, 52, New Amdavad Industrial Estate, Opposite Steel Town, Sarkhej-Baval Road, Village-Moraiya 
Taluka-Sanand, District-Ahmedabad, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/597; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic Weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of 40 tonne and minimum capacity 100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current pow'er supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for e’ value of 5g. or more and with 
’e' value of 1 x 10 k , 2* 10\ or 5x 10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with w'hich, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 

fF. No. WM-21(176)/2004] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28 RRR^, 2006 

^rr.3rr. 1031 — -*k<=er rh, Mft RTfRRrft sir ^ repr fNte rt % r^t?^ wih ^ w t % 

EtRte R Rf% hTsci (rY^ ^ rs ^@r‘) rr: 3ik rtr rtrr 1976 (1976 rt 60 ) tt«n rtz ^ rtr rtrr 

(RTS# R7 ^^HkT) fRRR, 1987 3^^^^TT'TOTt%eFimR'5f% T '#«T^T^ # RRiT RT3?T 

^r^rr^rm ^ttti 3^k l^rf^r^r HfriT«Tf?nTf 'artr^rr ^tt tt^pt t^tt ; 

3RT:, 3TR 4>^1r OTVK, RRcT srfafwi # RRT36RftRRRRT (7) #7 (8) #71RRtT?lfwff RTIT#!^^7# 
^FT^n $TsAi, W:U 51,52, ^3^HQl^lc;'5Sf7?Rd %TTI^ ( TTT#3WeTTTfe RTR-RUldRl, f#R 

sw f## R*RRRRi«faj (^r«n«hiT R*f-m) *m 1 *«” *pm\ % str^tjrr ti%r, 3iTRRif#i#7FT^RRTR 
(%-m%fFTTT^FT^rfe3^R) ^TRIS^TRI, f^R% 9ffS^TRFr“WTOR ,t t (M gjkf^3T JH>^ 

f%3T^RR st/09/2005/598 f#RT W f, TRTR RR RRt #7 RS##! TOt t; 



^RRRTS^T^f#f^^RRJTTRrt#S^3RRTftfl3T7RR#m#m'3RR^(^flnR%f#TR>RR#?1#2 3rR5T7RJTi? l) 
STraft arfwR tott 30 zr a^T^jwr sjfm 100 f%. tit. t iTirmm rihhh shum (^) rurtr 5 %.Tn. t i^rtf rri 3 t#r 3 ^ft 

"5% t W Mfci^ria Rif# au4^cj ) <'H RRTR 1 1 TT^m ^cTT^R*STR^ (RcT i sY) 3F^t (ftrTR R ftm TR 

e tR<1l % I <4'H«tH ,, l 230 4)(r*i/ 50 RTTT fq^O RRTR R7 =t>i4 c h<cll ^ I 

#7, %#R FRR1TT, "3R<T 3Tf4fWT # RI7T 36 # WIITT (12) £]7T R^R 71%# RTT R#R R# p, R^ #RRT RR# 
t % 7RR RTS?T % 3T^ifRH % ^TT 3W RR % #% R# faMdl £KT R# Prl£R1, fejflp % apjTTTT 3^ 7# 7TTRlft # 1w& 
^3*1% rTs?T f^Efol fRRTf RRI %, f#RfalTRTTt ^^1%^#^, RRPfaT afo' R^ RI c-H %< frgFT 5 %.RT. RT 
^TTR “t” RTR%%TT500^ 10,000 ?RFRlt^T^TRRTRRRTRTlf^ 5 ^R^ 31^ 3^ 100 ^RR=FRR 3TfRRKTR ^RcTT 

3^R “^” RFT 1 x 10*, 2 x 10 % RT 5 x 10 % , % f . "Rt RRTrRR7RT ^ || cRR> Tjy rf s pRT ^R % TT R^o Rf I 


E R1T. TT. ^^^-21 (176) /2004 ] 
Rt. R. fR ^ I ° F , fRfRRT RTR fRRTR 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1031 .—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Conversion kit for Weighbridge) with digital indication of “ Jonson” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name "Jonson” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by 
M/s. jonson India, Plot No. 51, 52, New Amdavad Industrial Estate, Opposite Steel Town, Sarkhej-Baval Road. Village- 
Moraiya Taluka-Sanand, District-Ahmedabad, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/598; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Conversion kit 
for Weighbridge) with a maximum capacity of 30 tonne and minimum capacity 100kg. The verification scale interval 
(e) is 5 kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) 
indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby-declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1 * 10* 2x 10*; or 5 * 10*, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the Same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle,design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21 (176)/2004] 
R A. KR1SHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^tT iws if ^f% (TR it 3Tr^f?T 44f) RR 3^7 TTR TffTT -3Tf1#RTT, 1976 ( 1976 60) TTOT Rie afo WT ^TPR? 

( hTsci!’ TT STfit^T) f¥m, 1987 % % atk W «TRT TT 7? < 4FHT t eiWR TRtn ®RT 37kfk if *fj ^ c?TSR 

R«n«fal RTT Tin 3fo fefiFT k WpR R7R1 T^Tt; 


3T<T:, 3T5T, PT^R, 3Tf¥iRP ^ W 36 ^ TTP7T ( 7 ) 3^T ( 3) gKT ?rfwif RTT TPTFT RRTf "?> R 

T7FT #7 iTTWR, 77. 1 - 2/46/4 77t, RR f%m % facf^ tt^ tt^- 7, frfcr-504 106, 37P4 Tt?T glTT f¥^RT RRT ? 4?TT r 4 (wim 
RTf-III) RT^“RTzf^f'' *k3RT%3T^7J^TI%rT ! aTFTRlfcTrl (TteR^WUn (t«7RmTOT.) %7feTRJT, fsra% 

“'|^1 ,! t 3^Rf^ar^ifefRlf 3Trf TT^/09/2005/844 W^f^f^-TTEn 

t, arr^ ttit ^ Rrft aik wt t; 



^T RT5R T^ fafifr -JT^IT *!K 37PFrf7<T 3PRRTfa?T cTtcPT ^RT°T ( 2T7 TOT RT ) 11 ^R>f aTf^TR WfT 

30 %.77T. afR ‘•RTTR SpTTT 100 TIT. f IT^TTWT^IRTR (i) ^TRH 5 TTT. 11 ^TTR TR7 3l|?)i|4cH f fllTN 7T?T ‘SfTTPT 

rHt?t arkrq^TT tt'hfi 11 thti '-si 4 t^ (^ i ^t) wf itPR ■'rfirrM RRm 11 aw^i 230 itre 
37k 50 54^ '5Tc^nR?ff *TRI fa^cJ Mq[<4 ^fi ^>3?TT £ I 

*2#M9 Tfe % ^i^PT % aifaft-sfiT TT#T ^t ^5771 % %q 73tcPt k Tfaii % %R 4ltf«k Rt f^RT TStTTpTT 1 

afrr, ^ a44fwi ^t «mr 36 ^t ( 12 ) ^rrr rjt 'aitn Rkt ktT’n 

% f«t> A'+i i nl-S61 %> ^ 4^j %■ ajci^ci A4-TI ftEiHioi SKI a4l fe'Jii^'l %■ a^ <s<il Ri*itfl 4^, Fjj6i^ 3^?f 

ai^i^d -qtm. f=FiW %qi ^ fqf#ra ^ i\ rriRtti ak whiPR % ttIph 4V ^r ;: t ^ 

100 kr. m ^ 2 7JJ. CRT ,< ^ M RPT%%q 100 k 10,000 RcRRA HI4HH 3T?RIef (13R) 3^5 311.^1 ^m3rf^'% 

‘ 4 ^" T TPT % fpTT 500 ^ 10,000 'fRimRIWITTf^ 50 f%.m (RT-spt artacR ^TWTRT^f afk RR 

1 x 10*, 2 x 10* RT 5 x 10* % f, # TT1R7^; RT f I 

[^ R. ^c^Tnr-21 (197 )/200 > j 
it. R. b'^\dr>, fafaRT RF7 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

SO. 1032 —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, lb76 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Centra! Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
(Table top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “GTS" series of medium accuracy (accuracy class- 
ill) and with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Gram Ton 
System, No. 1-2-46/4C. Near Bus Depot, NH-7. Nirmal-504 106, A P. and w'hich is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2005/844; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top T>pe) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for e’ value of lOOrag. to 2g with verification scaic interval 
(n) m the range of 500 to 10,000 for “e” value of 5g or more and with 't value of 1 * 10 k . 2 x 10 k . or 5 x 10 u . where k being 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle,design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

|F. No. WM-21 (197)/2005) 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY Director of Legal Metrology 


643 GI/2006—8 
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^rr.Arr. 1033 r?r>r rt fate* srcr r# trite v fRRR R%t % RTRTTRf tortr faHRitfa: 

fa& # fafal fa^? ^ RR: %k RTR RM RfaftRR, 1976 (1976 ^60) RFFT 

(RTSc# 3TjR%R) ffaH, 1987% RW# % t ^7 W RFT %t IfWff t f% H 1 TR1R 3F%T fat 3FTfa # *ft RRR R1%<?T 

RRT%T? RRTT7 T*%TT fal f%%R % WRFT TRT R^TR RRRT *$RT; 

3ET:, RR %%TRTRRTR Wf 3?f#fR9%l RRT 36 %t^fRTO (7) #k (8) 5RTM7Tf%fRf R8 R%R RT# ^TT %R# 
TTTR #R fe^T, %. 1-2/46/4 %t RR % ITS?, ^ TTR-7, f%%E504106, RTR fa&l 5RT faffat F«TR RRT%TT R*f (Rsqrafar 
R^-III) RT# ''%t# RR” ^RTT % 3TR^7JRRTTf?tf, W. 3TET%RFT%?TR TTRRR (%teT# '9RER) % RT5FT RR, t%E% 

RT^RFRTH“'SRRcT M t 38kf*T# 3FpftgR f^dTT^TET^1/09/2005/845 EW^fytl 

f%RT RRT 1?, 3rJRkFT RRFT-RR RT# -sfk 3TR>lf%U RRRT ^ | 




«*«*«< 


mmmm m& 'Memmi 




T3R RfecT faff?, %R 9PTR RF HR fa? 3TTRTfcT #?TR ^W-rnf f | ^fat 3TfRcf5cm 8TFTT 1000 f%.m #k '^TcIH 
3RFTT 4 f% m t I 7FRNR TFFTR 3PtRTcT (^ ) R>T RTR 200 Rf. f I fF# ^RT 3TT%TJcT! ^fRR t faRRR TFT %7RFT ^RRRRTfFRT 

Rifkr 311 %-fj^h rrtr 1 1 wn rrr 3% -sRffe (tj^t * ^) ¥^?f RteR R f fo rm ^m^T$w rrrt 1 1 <m<m 230 far?, far 50 ^sr 
MR# RRTfR^cT WRRTRRkRRRTt I 

ESTkn faz % fzfar? % 3?fffiTFT T?fN %t RRTTjnf ^^Ri % f%7 #c#t R TR# % foRT TTFRRR % f%RT WTTT | 

fal fafaj TRRK ^T 3##TRR %T RRT 36 R$ WRRT (12) '5RT M Tlf^T% AP^FT T% ^ %W RR# 
11 % "STR RTRR % 3? 5 # 4 -T % VI W^T RR % fafa? RTft ftPfHldl ^RJ f/ESJFT, fesiTfR % 3T^RR fan 3# WRft % f^RT# 
313%feT Hfa? ffafa f%RT RRT f, fR%f%T ‘5% sjwSI % fa % R*n%TT #k RTNTcET % #RR TTRFR1 % 

5RT.RT RRR 3TrRRT% H ^ n RIR% %! 500 # 10,000 RR7R?lTW# ^FRFiR50 fen. # 5000f%.RT. (TR7%t 3TfRRFTR 
hTHRTT Rl# t 3fR ‘^” RTR l x 10 % , 2 * 1G % RT 5 x 10 % , % f, fa TfETTRT Rj»J|!r9T ^%R7RT TJ^R %TPT^RRf I 

{R)T. k. RR-21 (197 )/2005 ] 

%. R. R^RT# t k%TTRv%ffRR> H\R fam 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1033 .—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self 
indicating non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “GTS” series of medium 
accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured 
by M/s. Gram Ton System, No. 1-2-46/4C, Near Bus Depot, NH-7, Nirmal-504 106, A.P. and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2005/845; 

The said model (see the figure given below) (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell 
based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity 4 kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 200 g. It has a tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power 
supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for' 
fraudulent practices 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 5000kg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with l e’ value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10 k , or 5*10*, where k the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(197)/2005] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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% fer^fr, 28 7006 

AiT-'XT!. f 034.—P/pTR RRATR AO, TrIfF ATRTAOp £TR Bp R7TJA flATB AT fARR ARp % RTRTRTA Ft ART t TAT 

BAT %'> -if %% RTRFA (ATA Ft A? 30^% FT?) RR AR R7R RTAA BffRfARR, 1976 ( 1976 AO 60) ART RIB 3% AIR RTAAT 
(RtSRT! AO TAJRTFA) PfRR 1987 % BRp % ARRA t 3*7 FA RA AO 77'HT'RMTT t % TARTAR RATA pft RRfP P’ At BAF AR?* 
AARi T%TT Pk fPf*FT T fff.ff -vCrA f BA^ pAT 5TFTA ARcTf PiRT; 

■A-:T., A, %=?%Ti-oSR -'."AT OlorfAAR ^ **m 36 % BR~*lKf (7 ) #7 (?0 FKT ARA %%% AO RAPl A% ^ PrP 
ART ?ft >:-7 ‘ J H >1 T .?;:• r/n Pi. 'ATT (Vfr P: ^c, TpT T^T-7, ft*fa-S0«n06, 3RR T%?T FRi 1Pf*RT R^AA ARTpRT AR (RRfpTTT 

; *» qi) ••• a > ; '"7'; \n w 1 ’ % .>?-*;$• *£Ra sfirnr, arrai%a aibta (A rtf w) %atfot ao; (%% rtf ao atr 

*' XFRtf ’' 2 (fOfP 5AR 17% A^RiRBRO A!%T A>FT RAT t) 3% koP -^JAtFA fAf 3% TpT Pt/09/2 005/846 AAp^fpcT %RT ART 
f, 3PJ*ta RATA- RR %t 3% STROftlq Ah FT t i 



baa atfot fPfrfrr Pa rar at cPf art 30%% 3T?AA#ra Poor aw (f %a raot) 11sPratra xtrrt 40 fa 

3%^FjeR XTRFT 200 %AT. 11 AH70H AIWA A-IBR (?) AO ATA 10 %. AT. f 11RR RAT 3%)OFHA R%T f ffRTAO OTA AfORIA 
“WAOBOTcRAv AT% aRpATTBR RATA f I RA07T BcRpRT FTAfF (ROT X Al ) RAP TTtRpT rRR!IM BRR%T PRAT11 'BARRA 230 ARB 
■3% 50 FORT RrATRcfT ART fpTJR RATA AT AOR RRcTT t I 

TATpAA ROB % RRTROT % AprfTRA A#T%t ATARpO ^TR%f % %TT A W! % tOTA ATcAAA AT fRRA ATORTII 

%A% RRAR BAF RpTfARA % ART 36 AO BA- ART (12) FRT 15'FA TTtAApf ATT AARl R% RR RlM’HI ARp 
t % BAA RfeOT % BTOrRTAA % fR RROO-AA % BTApT BRt MpTTAT FRT BAT PRSIAT, feOTIA AT BT^RR %R BRt RIRTR p, %Rp 
BT^RtfFA RIFAT AO fARPl %RT RAT f, PlPPiA BRT pTAAIT % PP Ft RAT, RRTRTFT AR AORofOTA % AtOTA BAARR At FTR 
% fPfAf% BRT -RAcOT% pR ft'RAT, RRRlAT 3fk AOpRRTA% A%ABAARR A7#>ft 5 %. AT. RT BRfP BTfpAT% 'P” RTA % 
f0TI7500p l0,000AA7Ap%pRTRTRA'ATARftF0 5 c 0 P BtTrat 3^R 100 BA AAT AO 3TpOATAR X1RAT RlP f 3% “p” RTA 1 ^10^, 
2 x 10* RT 5 x 10* % f, Pt RATcAATRTA^OrATA' trtt% rt ^ % RR^RR 11 

[RT. P. RR-21 ( 197 )/2005 ] 
AT, A. fRRTRff to Fata; fPfRAT RTA fAATA 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1034.—Whereas the Centra! Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Mode! described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Mode! is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate sendee under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Centra! Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (weigh bridge type) with digital indication of belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) of 
“GTS” Series with brand name “EQUAL” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Gram 
Ton System, No. 1-2-46/4C, .Near Bus Depot, NH-7, Nirmal-504106, Andhra Pradesh and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2005/846; 



The said Model is a non-automatic weighing instrument (weigh bridge type) with a maximum capacity of 40 
tonnes and minimum capacity of 200kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 10kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per 
cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230Volts, 50Hertz alternative current power supply. The load cell is of strain gauge type. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, fhe Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and 
upto 100 tonne with number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for V value of 5 kg. or 
more and with ‘e’ value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10“, or 5* 10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero 
manufactured by the same manufaacturer in accordance with the same principle,design and with the same materials 
with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(197)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 














2286 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)J 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 18,2006/PHALGUNA 27,1927 

M 28 Wtf, 2006 

^JT.3ir. 1035.—^FT, fkfa?T 'STTfV^ERt EFT ^ It'fr* ^ krFTT %‘q^T^'q^ *7*7TVH Ft mil 11% 

fkrte k (kyk ^ sn^ki k^f) me 3?k ttut tn?^p 37fakm, 1976 (1976 mT 60 ) <r«n me 37 k ttr 

(kfSFfr mT ) km, 1987%^^% 3FJ^<7 f 3^T ?TT RTO t fa dMWK 3 TRFt mT 3Tqfa k kyemrkfSFT 

■Rmkm mrr^ ukri 37 k fqpn~i Rkk*7fa7f k yHfj«w km "steft mrm t^tt,- 

3RE, 3R, TO>R, ■3^3Tf¥wi^y *im36^y^q-tim (7) 3fk ( 8 ) EFTTOf Hlfalkf mT3F7kTmkt^kkk 

S^Ai, k. 1 -^/ 6 ^ ftWRl 'RT%Z, 'WKI f% ^Ifa, MkWW- 121001 , 'tftvm EFT fafa 335 ? *rmk?n mf (mwfa 

mf-n) : ^rr^^7 ^%3itqmfaflkkFT'3Hmmi %kfecrmT, from srrsmrm ‘‘T^mr’’ t (fak 

kfeFT W mn t) 3fk fak 3FjkfaT fo$3TT^T^r ^1/09/2006/88 UH^fVM fam TRTT t, 3FpifaT ]pp- 

mk 37k Tmrf?Ft m<!ft ^ J 



FT^cl T?m fq^fa %T ^FR “FT HR kef 3TF-JTk(T 3Fmm%fl (eFT '3«FR) <ftrR 3M*<U| f I 37f*T2FffF SFFTT 

30fa.m 3 ^^rr %m\ loom. 11 uemm himmh sRFMCkJmrm^m. 11 ^'t^*> airkmjrH ^f^rr t ?myfk?m 

mfm 3TT^pm ?rm 1 1 h^tti -smkm stirs (t^t i ^s\) UEk ifore ~qf v m 3m^m wt t ii wt 230 knee 
37 k so mmrnff fft fap vwi rf mik mmr 1 1 

*<if*-H , i Krle % % 3rfcrRoKi mt mRe’Jjtf «7q?i<l % 1 kn 3 [ <gy<nA k <l«t>A klcfaE *k fq>«}i sim/n 37 k 

hT^ci opt FIFTTl, fs3fi5’i > Bf%2, si<fUi*i t fmSFT 3Trf^ mt wf T R M^qlcin "R^f f^FTT ; 4iiinf 1 

3^ mWR 3^T 3Tf¥WT W\ *im 36 ^ ^T-«1RT (12 ) 5RT ^ TlfWf ^FT miFl ^ ^ ^ ^tW WT 

l^Pinini^Rl 3tfl Ul*Kl, % 3Tg?|R 3^T 3^771^^, "^FfT 

33^rt% fmrW mn %, Nh^ri 3 ^ »psrFn % i\ 37 k % <fr?H #t ^rt 

1 fk.m ksom m^%f^ 100 ^ so.ooo xwm win amiFr (mr) 37k 100 fk. m m wk 3 ifk ^7 

% T TH%'kr^5,000 ^ 50,000 cTmmkksrk' ur^m -rh Tfe so %m. crmmy 37 kmR 37k “t" 

^th 1 x 10*, 2 x 10* m 5 x io % , % f, ^jy t FTR*re> m ^nfym f 1 

[mr. k-^^m7-21(228)/2005] 
ky. \. fTWTT^kf, ft^l=F, fkfkm-RFTf%m 


•*«m< \ ' 


'■ \ 1 ►"•■ 


♦ •<! 


<■!• I »'■« •!• 


. .44. In | 4 |l < HhMi: 
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»WT*ET WTC : W$ 18, 2006/<H<r^ 27, 1927 
New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1035.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of-high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series “APC” 
and with brand name “ AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Amco Equipments, 
No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2006/88; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED)-indicates the weighing 
result, The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy^ design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. w ith 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of ling, to 50 mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10‘, 2* 10 k . or 
5* 10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactrured by the same manufaacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has 
been manufactured. 


[F. No WM-21 (2 28)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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^FT.^T. 1036.—4%4 URRR «F>I, 4% UTfmFRt SJU u4 URpf 444 97 4m? UR% % URUTm TUTT-IR 4 mu t 4 
44£ 4 4% UT5R (4*4 4t % 3TTf4 ^Sf) «*R sfR UR W srfkfmTU, 1976 (1976 UH 60) cf«TT UR #7 UR UHm 
(UTSRf UF SUJUkR) 4UU, 1987 % RWlf-% 3FJ^ ♦ ^ UR U7* 7THFRT t % UFTRR 7PT4 % 3?u4 4 4t ^R ’HT^rT 
umkm umu Rim ■sfh; 4fuR ufrftufmqf 4 <r^«m 4m mm mTm t4ut; 

3RT:, UU 7T7mR, ufkfmiU U7* UT7T 36 uftumUU (7) #7 (8) SET TTTT #R'4f UFF mR4 m4 ^4u4 

■qroRt 4. i-4/6U, furnn ut%, m*uu 1% km, , Mkwiq-i 21001 , irfknur £tu 44u um urnkm % (uut4tt 

%-II) STTUmf^UtmumFTUCkURZRmFRXklUfSRmr, f4u4 TOmTUTU 1 *TT%T’’ f (44^4 

?u4r 9?^rq. rut utsr m^rmu 1?) 3% f44 si^hkh fm? uk uu kt/09/2006/89 umrkfTR 4m mu i?, supfftR ymu-uu 

■ J II'0 47 y«blR;!ri =h<<ii 4 i 



umr hTsu um 4%?r 4u y=bK mi ur 4r mmlkT u7mm4R (2um utr ymu ) uIutu mumr % i arpejmuu 
^wi30om. afR^umr &rut 200 4. m. 1 1 umm uiuhr urur (4 ) mum 10 4ttt. t iT%^^%r^mu4mrt4RTmr 
7R yfurm °9q<WiHic9‘6 mfkr mkuqcH ■yum1 1 Tmr?i sfiV? (^^4) m?4 ukRufrnimmm1 1 

230 mu? 4k so f%i mmrnff mu 4^r wu m m4 mm f 1 

mf4 j i 44 % ttstur 4 ufufTmr ukR mr mmjk % Rtf 4% 4 4m4 % 4 ft 44r 4 4 4m muni 4k 

utsr mt Rum muut, mum, ferns 4 urf%u, mumu fmuRu 4 ra 4 m 4 4 %f m u% 4 f %t 4 m mom 1 

4 t %44 urtfr ■smi 3 r 4 fwi 4 mu 36 4 wuu (12) ■gru mru u 4 m mr mi 4 m 4 ^q; uf mw muft 

14r mju mm % wi-u % amiu mu 44941 ?tu mu 4mm, 4rniu%3^m747 ^unmfiR, 4 r4 ^srt 

3uj4f4 h4ci mr 4u4r 4m mu %, 444u ^4 % 4i 4 4m, ummn 3% <^i4mic-h % uiufi 3 H 9 -r» i 4 44 m 

1 4m. 4so4.m um“^” utu%4ft ioo4 50 , 000 ummt4u4 wu ututh mium (uu) 4k 100 4. m.m ^uk srikm 
% “?” urn % 4m 5,000 4 50,000 cmmT4i4 mmrnr mu mumi 4% 4 so 45.m. mF% -3T4mcru ^ummkf 4k “i ” 
mu 1 - 10 ^, 2 x 10 * m 5 x 10 * 4 f, m mmurn m ^^^4 m 73 m % uu^r 9 f 1 

[mr. 4. uu- 21 (228 )/2005 ] 
4. it. ^,ujii^4, Ti4i^, 44m utu 4un 




[ ^Ff ii— 
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18, 2006/WpT 27, 1927 
New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S,0. 1036.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing IflgffttBieflt (Table top type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-11) of series “AET” 
aiid with brarid name “AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Amco Equipments, 
No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
niark IND/09/2006/89; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 300 g. and minimum capacity 200mg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOmg. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms to terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit 
diagram, working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lmg. to 50mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for V value of lOOmg. or more and with V value of 1 x 10\ 2 X 10 k , or 
5 X 10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM- 2 1(228)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOOKTHY, Director of Legal Metrology' 


643 Gl/2006—9 
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*0.30. 1037.—'^^^^f % 

mi fNt£ 3 t#i?t TteR ^ ijf atnffit $£) ora sfa opt Tim arfaiwi, 1976 (1976 trt 60 ) imr ore 3 fo orc w 
(•Rhreff on oryifttf) fw?, 1987 %^t&% 3 T 3 sstTt afa w *mr oft Romr t fa mint **fto oft aiofa 3 *ft ^oo ofs?r 

<^‘ll sftr R 'Bw^ e w ROT ■SRJT^T T^TfT; 

3RT:, mta*ft{^oftom36 0ft ^T-Vm (7) #1(8) £RTTO OlfaNf OflTpfrlOilftftr^TR 

ipoft o. i-^o, faoRT ofae, T*orn <Mkw 15-121001, efi« sm fafa oor*fa o»f (oot«fa 

0»f-II) OT$ *f3HT% 3| WOlfafl Ot?H^W*T (^ wf 3TOTR) %RTSROn, fafa TTte^^Tm *^dC»^* r t (fa# 

Vfa THTC^miRfe^t O^T ’1*111) 3fafa# 3^1fa$ 3TT^ ^t/09/2006/90 faOT •SRTR- 

TW^IRt 3m TlwTPT OiRTT* I 



"300 HTJSItI l^0> 'ft'O V0>K Ofl HR #R SfJOlfRT SROOlfafl (^zwf ROTR) ITteR f I SRefcl arfoWH $TROT 

looofa.m. ofa *piro wi 5 fa. m 1 1 wb othhio srrtr (i) onoroiooTFmt $fai t famr gio 

yftrwn ^g g^^ i wa R ^nftn 3n^qggry t ^n?r siois (qa&t) 05# oten offam moffor *mi % t 230 
Ofaj ofa 50 JlWWff W(I WO OT Oft# OJRTT % I 

Wlt^HO ofte% tylfaH % O^fa ^OOlTKf % f^T 13) # #0>ft % faj #fa05 'ft' faOT 30(7'!? #7 

0TU<n Oft TRTOft TffaE, 'SFTOTR, fa«WT fagjo 3f0f^ Oft Tuff TR offaffa 01# f^>i|| 'fll^n I 

aftt Wlo nw wr sri^Pm ^ m 36 oft -so-oro ( 12 ) ^ro wr Titoif orr o%t ^ ^ %i 

f% 800 *ftw*| %| 1 T 3 RW- 05 r% " 3^1 fofiHf'fll SKI %£l- 0 , ^ R I Hifl ^ 30 RT 

■sfyW^fl ifNw wi 1¥ito oor % ^ ^ it ^r, ~nw^m #c wShmh % ifrm # 

100 1 ^. 100 OTW^arf^or % 4, ^ n wo%f^sooo^50,000 -opt ar?RRTR%?r50f%.m. ^ 5000tan. 

3 fk **^ M rft 1 x 10*, 2 x 10* rt 5 * io % , % f, # yum ri 3 B* n i m> onfpr % 

OW^?ot« 

[TRT. R. ^^1^-21 (228 )/200S] 

it. % frwinjfS, Pi^i*, fafao> -m teR 




[mn-wH 3<ii>] 


18, 2006/Wyi 27, 1927 2291 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.0. 11137.—Whereas the Central Government, after jajnsidenng the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in oonformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and rite Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platfrom type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-11) of series “AEP" 
and with brand name “AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Amco Equipments, 
No. I-B/6A, Skthana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
made IND/0920/2006/90; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platfrom type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of S kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, SO Hertz alternative current power supply. 

in addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above SO kg. am! upto 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1*10*, 2x 10 k , or 5*10*, where k, is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and wflh the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(228)/2005] 

* P. A. KRISHN AMOORTHY, EM rector of Legal Metrology 
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^T.3IT. 1038.—Tkqm.'^iT, ftftrf yift|4hl<) 5T7TZ# TOJTT fNt£ RT 7FTTRR 7ft T F7T t ft? 

frr^ #3*7 (ir^ it ^ arpfifa ^df) *nz #7 rr w arfafwr, 1976 (1976 ^i60)wie4¥i rr3f 

(#3# ^tt srpifta) f^m, 1987 % % arpR t #7 ^ # 7TRmr i ftr ctor tri# #t ar#*i #sr 

■qsrnfar wwi #7 W»tr #7^#^# 4* #it trr ?Rm t^ri ; 

3R:, apf, ^IqTOT^ W36#tz^-*IT7T (7) #7 (8 ) ETC!TT^ZTrfwtf ^TTJRPl ^ fC( 

^?r#z, z. i-#/6T^ frrtrpn rt%z, ^rrcr fw T#tw^ J i2iooi ( sfwn sttt ftffa w r*tt 4 r *rf ( w#tt 

^f-III) j^§r?n^arpi^if^ci #cr (#ta) %#3 R^tt, ftj7^ #3^TTzm“TF#t M f (fa# ^ 7 # 

#7 ft# ar^tef^a^Tr^ ^1/09/2006/91 fen ^mT t, 3 T^h1^ TRTRI-tR 

^r# #7 wftm wt 11 



<s=Ki nrsci n't; fq<j>1a #*1 yotiK ^TT HR Tftrf aTRnftcT ai^qi’qilcia (# ftRT 3 *^k) otcii <sM c t)< u i ip IW# aiftRR*? STTRT 
50ZZ #7 ^-ICIH $T*RT 100 ftr. TIT. % i TTcMTH’I HRHM 3fnKlc1 (^) R>T HR 5 f#. 77R 1? I ^7# T^> aTT^T^PT <j{«Ki 1? ?RT 

yfa?m °qqq>d'iKHq> wffcT aftftRRZ 'STNT^ f I y=f>F7( <4w4=t> si«its (i^R ^ #) TT# olcil nRufTH '3 t T^f$RT ^#fT i? I TWI 
230 RtT’Z #7 50 ^3T TRtflqof SfTTT ftsjcT W*T "77 ^TT f I 

TZI#FT Tffe % kj^ichi % -3<FlR=Kt T T?fN # <*)W<i^4 oqq^lil ^ %TT <al<rFf 7t 7ft# % %TJ ■Httriq<l # ftiRT “^fl/.'ll #7 
#3*1 ^Rt ZTT^ TTPTTft, fesTT^T, 7Tf%Z, TWI, ffl^id 3TTfc wf ^fRlfctd %^T ^TnRTT I 

#7 7R5R7 'a^T arRrfWT RRI 36 ^ ^q-^-TRl (12) ^171 Wtf R>T wfrl ^ ^ efiTcfl 

%"<i*W j hT'5ct 1 %MHi' J l-‘ t T^"^T ^(Wd ViTlI fq^inffli^Ri <4^ Rifl'd, Isaii^'i %-3H j^-tK <sRl TTFTTft<i=W 

3T5*rtf^T RfsTT f^Rrhr 1w w t, f¥¥% spsr^rr % ^ r^t^ctt afk % ttIcpt ■zwt°i ^ ^rt 

■art 5 %. TIT. RT ZTT^ acrf^T% 4 ‘^*' RR % 500 7^ 10,000 TRT'^PTl ^5T 7RqfR RR aRRRI 7Tf|?T 5 Z^T ft 150Z^TRT^T 

arteTR SRRTRT^ f afl7 4 ‘^ M RR 1 x 10 % , 2 x 10 % RT 5 X 10*, % f, Tjft tl 

[1%. 77. ^^^T--2l(228)/2005] 

it. ITT. fasTR 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1038.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules*, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series 
' AEW ' and with brand name “AMCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Amco 
Equipments, No. 1-B/6A, Sidhana Market, Phawara Singh Chowk, Faridabad-121001, Haryana and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/Q6/91; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) w ith a maximum capacity of 50 tonne and minimum capacity 100 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts’, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

in addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the saidAct, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up 
to 150 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1 * 10 k , 2* 10 k , or 5 * 10 k , w here k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(228)/2005] 
P A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28 TOTOft, 2006 

TOT.3TT, 1039.—7TTOTR TOT, ftfWW ST^TORt TOfaTO*TOT^ % RTOTOWTl TOTTt f% 

toto fr^ wf&ra-RfsH an^r^ir) toz tow towto arfafroro, 1976 (1976 TOT 60 ) wto toz tow w 

(WTScTfTOTaFJWftW) fWTO4, 1987 % TOTOtf % 3T5^71 ^tlWm^t ^TTOTOTT t fro WJm WWPl TO* it ^1 TOS^T 

WTO*frw TOTT T#rn sfa fafvro wfifelM i 3^*1 ^TT WZTW TOTOT T^TO; 

3RT:, 3TW%^0WTOH>R, ZTOT SlfafWTOT TO) TOW 36 TOT ZW-TOTT ( 7 ) sfa ( 8 ) 5RT 3T5rT JflRWW)' TOTWWWTO^ ^TJ 
V^o-Zto % WTO ■Wk^, 3TOTWTI wM-134002, SRT W«WW WTO«fal M (TOTO*fcn TOf-III) 

to^ Tgsn ^%?r wtaw ^w<ji (^%f%ro^r <^zroi4 w#r-wt ^z w) % tos^t tot, tos tot wm 

u mro” t (irrw v&o tojto<v<4TOt to5?t toto j i-mt%) ar^-taw fro? tot^ ipr ^ 09 / 2005/36 Irorowro %, 

3 ?yto ww-ww wrr afti irroiftm towtT 1 1 



3TOT *i?s<r? WTO ‘APiqiCl WTOTCTOT^ftTO 3TTVTfT?T 391TOTOf^ WtWTW TOTOR^ (A'kfWTOd ^ZTOTtf W^ftw-Wt^ZWTOR ) $| 

IWTOt TOfaTOWW 5JTOTT 300f%^t TTTW$ #T SJTOTT 2 fTO#TITo $ I WTOm MIMMH 3RK!M (i) lOOTTTWtl 

^nf^H‘1 TO^^tat w><*) % oTfnR^td TOt talci’) ^ <)to^ % R*f^ f*t>Mi 'Wiy/u I 

^Wn TOfafwTOT TO) TOW 36 TOt ZW-TOW (12) 5RT TJW1T TOT H«iW TO^fr ^ ^m«n TO"«t) 

% fifc <J<=m WlS^ % %'J^r M**|U|-WW % STTFfa ZRt faPi*ilni ERI'Zwt fa^ERT, IVsilVI % 3^ ’S^RT 

3?gj?rftiT ifer tar ■»fit t, t¥¥% *fsw % ^ ^n i ir n % irtm tow 

5Tn*rTO-3^3TfW% U i" 100^ 10,000 WINH HNHM 3WRP?T (l^T) SO %gtol 

1000 P+>^1>JIH srfWR ^TTOTTTO^f dfo. “^” TOW 1 * 10* 2 x 10* TO 5 x 10*, % f,wit tTWimTOTOIRTOWTO^rfTO 

TO "9JTO % TOTJWW f I 

[ TOT.TO ^TO^TJXT-21 ( 32 5 )/200S ] 

it. Wiro tow f*m 





[MFTII—3(ii)] 
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New Delhi, the 28th Februaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1039 . —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform Machine-Pro-Weight Type) with analogue indication of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “BHARAT’ manufactured by M/s N.D. Jain Enterprises, Milage Nasirpur, 
Hissar Road, Ambala City-134002, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/36; 



The said model is a mechanical type lever based non-automatic weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform 
machine-pro-weight type) with a maximum capacity of 300kg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up 
to 1000 kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with e’ 
value of 1 xl0 k , 2*I0 k , or 5*10*, k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manafacrured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured 

[F. No. WM-21(325)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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3T.3HT. 1040.—%^ ^T, f¥ftH wfawfl fftftft R7 f^R ^ ftt RRT ft 

W fftftft ft' *rf% ftfe^T 3n^T^Sf) WZ 3?ft **TR Wtt STfaftm, 1976 (1976 60) 

(xfeft ) fWT, 1987 % % 3TfP<T 4*n*HT ft fef WllflK ‘5T%T *ft aT^rfV ft *ft Wftfe^T 

w*ftn ww, aftr yftfwM ft ftfar w^r ^tt t^tt; 

3T?T:, warfafwr^ tTKT36^^mRT (7) ftft (8) 5TO SlPwftf ^Tyftftl^ £Tt ft^rft 

mfrw. <ft>d ftg*jK tott- 10, •qw?ftgffof ci (\°), ^rft, hski^ sro fafaftti*rm 

(wftRI'^ft III) jj^TrTI%■ ■?#7T <JW 4 M' J i (ftfttftftn nyfH) ftf ftfed^?>T W 7 ^ 

^TO“«ifcw»” ft (ftnft^fft 4 W^RTftfe?f 4 ei M 41 ft) fthfaft fft$ snft ^t/09/2005/1043 uh^IVm 

fenwt, 3 ^h)<w yym-RR wft ftfr wt 1 1 

(ft)4ft\R4 TT^rf^T^T TO? -^T MR4?T 3TTOlfftT (ftft4ftftRF#TWT) <ft~R1 

vf'iw ft1 mm 20 fo.Tn. ft wt 200 tjft ft1 u^ihh hihhm 3 RRT?t (ft) 10 Tim t s wft 

XT^F Sfifty^pi ft TTcT tffhvw %lrfftT STlftxnjcR 3THWt I "ST^TTl SFTte (TJjeT 1? ^t) y^f cftcT^T 

yfwy ^TtfftcT ^TcTT ft1 wi 230 ftfc? ftft 50 ywWrff RTTT fRXJcT RT ^Elft RTRTTft1 



Krl<i %7JS\T3FT % ^faR e w HVli'i ^4 £^'4 % Rrl4, 13tcift ft % Id 4, ft)d«K; 'ft lft>4i W^TT ftft 

nTsd "3XT^ft ■Hl l 4{fl, ^snsftn, fseii^i, ^ftftSTT, e t)l4^)Tft fftSTc! % ^Tl^fR ^17 «^<^dl 'l^l '*11^11 I 

aftr «<«W< ^RT 3Tft#m VRI 36 =fft 7WI (12) £TCT R^rT VlT^w4) tR yftW ^ ^ ^Rcft 

% ftfi 3=Rt fttScl % 4f> $fl MRI°I yy %3id*?Cf 3^fl f4Pl^icll SKI 3^fl f^«&l't1, fs'JlI^'l %3 i^<hK 3lh[ 3^fl 3«W 

3^ft% HlScfl °FI fqpiHl t) i 4%RT "W ft, [qpil^fti '3^ft ^<adi % ftft ft) ft^>, R«TI«ftn 3ftr #}wR % cftd'H 3Mch<°i *ft ftfft 

100 fft.TJT. 'ft 2 yiR ?T^7 “ft” RPT %%TT 100 10,000 flrMim HIHHH aftRRT (Tfl) sftx 5 TTPHT RT cRlft STftr^T % 

“ft” RPT%%Ii500ftr 10,000^^^ftf^m^3TTOl('q ; T)7ftft(T50f^.Tn. 3lk “ft” 

RPT 1x10*, 2 x 10 % "RT 5 x1Q % , % ft, eft 'ERTRXRR RT ^11^^ RT ft I 

[m 4 ^5^R^-21(325)/2005] 

ftt. TT ^UJ||^, fn^l4>, RN fsr^TH 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1040;. —Whereas the Central Government after considering the report submitted to it bv the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the models described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions. 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act. the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of. non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Baby Weighing Machine) with digital indication belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-HI) of ‘SAT-B’ series with brand riaitte “ SATVIK" (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 10, Chamcham Industrial Estate. Near Azad Nagar. Bhandar(E), Thane, Maharastra 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/1043. 

The said model is a strain gauge ty pe load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Babv Weighing 
Machine). Its maximum capacity is 20kg and minimum capacity 200g. The value of verification scale interval (e) is lOg. 
It has a tare device w ith a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series w ith maximum capacity upto 50 kg. w ith 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10.000 for ‘e' value of lOOmg to 2g and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of l x 10 k . 2x 10 k or 5* 10 k . where 
k being a posiUve or negative whole, number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, desigq arid with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(235)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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fafa, 28 2006 

^cT fafaj 3 fafa faSH (fafa fa fa RTff? fa(£r) far T TT T T RTO fafaffaR, 1976 C 1976 60 ) 7T*n W fafa RFT RTW 
(fafafa 3fafafaT) fWT, 1987 % RRfafa % 3?T?R t fafa fR TR fat RRmT f fa cFTRTR wfrl fat tffafa 3 fa fafael 
Rsrofan rrtt Tfacr far.-ffafaR fafapfaifa fa Tri w Rrm fafa 

m:, 3R?, %^fhl7-TWR, ^5RT3lTfcTfa7R^ff W36 fat U'TORT (7) TRWTRT ( 8) T7T 7RR Slffafaf ^T 3P1 TtRR? t fir 
farrfa j.-iiffa*> 7%ei ts^?Nr, faw-io, -q^z, strtk tr fa'RRT, ^rtsr (t), rfitp^srt fafaffar r^tr 

R*TT«mT ( RRTsfal Rfalll) Tffa ‘fa-fa fa 1R ' * jj^n fa' .RRRTTRFT fafaf -3TRTRr%T tfteR4q«b<U| ( ffafafc3JR fafa^RT ^rffaT RTR 
Rfafa) faRT^cT^TtfaRfa Tffa^TRTR t (ffafa *?fa RTRIfaRRcT RT3H WRRTt) far ffafa ffas 

JRTf IR fa/09/2005/1044 TRRJ^ffaT %Rf RRT t, SFjfa^R RRHl-RR *rfa ifar y=t>|f>M Wt t I 



TRRRRT (fafafaR^3flf7ftTfasif) TTRrffajR fa^T Rtf RR faR RRTffa 3T7RR#m (ffaffaSTTfafafarT ^rffa facTR 
'#!.) facR 7W! 11 fRfat fafaRcfR SIRRI 200 ffa.TTT. t fa? ^JRRR 3RFRT 1 fa.TtT. f I ITOR RIMRH 3R1<ld fa) ^T RTR 
SORTRf I 

Rnffan fa/gfaER % fatrffaiR rttft far RRirn ^r?Ri‘ % far ^rrt fa fatffa % ffaj fa FTrt -rtttt far 

RlfaT fa ‘-Rfar RTRtfa Rfafal ffaTTfR Rfe RfaTRI, Rtffafat felc? 3lfa % 3TTRR RT ^ fat RTRITI 

3TR TfalR 7RRSR rrr fafafalR fa URI 36 fa (12) gRT T7 fafafa' ^T WT ^ ^ ^ RTRR WT 

t fa 3RT RfecT % 'H-fiKH % fR TRTP’T TR % afafa 3Rt f^falfa ?;7I IRTtfaSTcT, fa^T % 3RJRR 3^R ^RT Timfa R ffafa 
3RT :5TTFt^ Rfacf ^T ffafa faR RR t fafafa ^ft ^‘WfT % fa Tfa, W»fa -far RTfaiRR % facR ^WRri fa fafa fa 
5 m R RR7 fafap% “fa’RRfafan 500 R 10,0007TR%fa R RcRF-R faRlR (TR) Rffa 100 fa. RT. fa fafap far 200 fa.TTT. 
rTRTfa fapRPTTR ^TRR cTTfaf afa “fa'RTR I xiO % , 2 ^10^ RT 5 x iO^, % f, fa WcR* Rf p^nRTSfi ^«lfaRT‘TfaT% RRrfa-l 
f I 


[RU. fa.^c^T I T“2l(235)/2005] 

fa. R v f wJll^frl, ffaw. ffafaRT RTR ffaTT 
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New Delhi, the 28th February. 2006 

S.O. 1041.-—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy’ over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate sendee under varied conditions: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections(7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-amomatic weighing instrument 
(Coin operated Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of “SCON" series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-111) and with brand name “SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Satvik Scale 
Industries. No. 10. Chamcham Industrial Estate. Near Azad Nagar. Bhandar(E). Thane. Maharastra and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/1044: 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Coin operated Person 
Weighing Machine) with a maximum capacity of 200kg and minimum capacity of 1kg. The verification scale interval 
(e) is 50g. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 100kg. and up to 
200 kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10.000 for V value of 5g. or more and with e' value 
of 1 x 10*. 2 x 10 k or 5 x 10\ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(235)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology 
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BS f%#, 28 BBBB, 2006 

BB.BT. 1042. — %BTTB BTTTT T, TBf% BTfBnft £TB BB BBJ7T BT TBT % ^BI^BF BBTBTB^t BBT t % 

bbb ftw b b%t btbb (bib bW bttIb %l‘) we Bfc btb bht a#rfBBB, 1976 (1976 btt 60 ) bbt we sfk ^ bht 

(BTBBfT TT -3BJB%T) 1BBB, 1987 % 'SBBBT % TjTB t BR fB BRT TT BBTRB! | % BTBTcFN BBTB BB BBfB T$ BT ^3BB BT5B 
wk >bbtb b%t BTt fafHB BfrfBTfBB? B bb^bb BBT Wd wi %BF; 

Td:, -3TB, %%TB BTBTB, BBB Tt^rfTR Tf BTB 36 %3B-BKT ( 7 ) #7 (8)5KT BTT BlfBBB!BT BBTB BTBf pfBBB 
TbIoTBTHT -T^TT TOfi-lO, BTBIBBBT%BTB, BB31T (%), 31*1, HSKI^SRT faWd B?RB BBT2% 

(bbtbbttT fit) ^%btt%3%btbItFTb%tt BBTBifHd btbb^httb (BBBBfBB#r)%B%cdBrr, %b% 

BTBBTTBTB “-HlSHtf ” f [fm *BB BFBT^TTB BR^T BT$7 BBT t) BB; 3TgBl<pT f% <87? BB %/09/05/1045 

W'frfrr %bt brt t. ttbttt im-^ ttT 3 % wfk Brrt 11 

*Bd -STfsB (bHT T B? TTfAd t^') RT fBfTd BIT %T BTRlfTB BT-BBlfdd (BBBB^BB#d) TTTBTBTTBRB 

r f TBT? 3 i'NW 9 STBrn 300 %BT. f afhC BJBcR W 2 %,BT. t1 BcBTBB HIMMH -3RTOB (t) BTT BTB 100 BIB f I 



Bathroom Sc^le 


•JBTTTB R% % g^RB % bIbTRB BldtB BB cz^R % f%T 7 s%TB B %% % %TT B %Hd Mt %RT BIRR 3TR 

BT5<B TI TRTT T-TRTTt, BBT%7, %BTfB, B%B BBTSTI, TTBTRT fTOB % 3TTBT7 BT BBBTT Wt BRBTI 

%r %br brtit ■rb 3 #tti bb btb 36 Tt "sb-bbt ( 12 ) stb bsb ¥ifai 4 f wt btI bw bIw bb# 

% IT BTT BfeB % SgfTFR % T? 3TBTB-BB T 3B?n?T FlFfnidl ^KT BBtfTOB, fTBIB % TJIfR 3fp BBT TTIWf B 
TTT BTR Pl*dJ'J{ fTBT BBT t f¥Bf% BBT ^WTT % # BT, BBTStfBT -sfR; THMIcTd % cftBB BBqpTT Bt Bt 

5 BT. BT BBTT TfBT % ‘ *i" BIB T f^TT 500 ^ 10,000 BT Tt tB ^ BRBTBB 3TBBBf (BB) T?f%BT 100%. BT. ^ TfBT #1 1000 
%.BT. BTTl 3lfBBBTB fRRTB%t %T ‘^’’BPT 1 x 10*, 2 * 10* BT 5 x 10*, % f, % BBTrBT BT BjBTcBT BB% BT ^B 

%BB<JrBi> | 

[ TT. B. ^B^TTB-21 ( 235 )/2005 ] 
BT. B. fTorpTB#, fTdVIT, %BT BTB fBTTTB 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1042 .—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of “SATP” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-111) and 
with brand name “SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 
10. Chamcham Industrial Estate, Near Azad Nagar, Bhandar(E), Thane, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/05/1045; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Person Weighing 
Machine) with a maximum capacity of 300kg. and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100g. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc: 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 100kg. and up to 
1000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10.000 for 't value of 5g. or more and with l e’ value 
of 1 x 10 k . 2* 10 k or 5 * 10^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(235)/2005] 
P A. KR1SHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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RT? 28 *JTRR3t, 2006 

RR.3R. 1043.—^j-sOr RRFR Rtf, fR%R SRT B^ RR£fl ftqte R3 fere rr^ % RRTOR 

w frrtB r Rf% rtcr (rtr ^ Rrfrfo ^sf) rtb sfft rtr rtrrt RfafRRR, 1976 (1976 rtt60) rrt rtb Rft rn rtrr' 
(rts# R3 r^rTtb) f^m, 1987 % brrr! % brjbr f Bfft^RRra Rrt ittot t fftrtk ur*r rt( RRfa RTse 

RRjRcTT RRTR R^RT #7 fRf*FR RftftRfRRf 3R^<*1 ^RT TOT WT T^RT; 

3RT:, RR, %^RRRFR, BRBRMTORft RRT 36 R^BRRRT (7) 3^(8)^RT ^ 37^ ^ fTT %rd 

’HlfrRR TRTeT tioHl -10, 3-fMiqRR3% MIR, R«-sR ( T-), BM, RBRT^J"SKI R*RR RRJsfal 

(R2m^^f lII) ^‘‘•qRTT^tTft’’ <fRFfT% BfRRTT^RBR%R 377R Rlfrm RfcHBMRRR1 (^RRRflT) %Rf3?TRn, faRRT WS 
Rtf RTR “RlfaRi” t(1^r^f ^g T ^N lf) Bfcfcret f%3TT^ TjRRt/09/2005/1046 RR^ftld 

f%RT RRT %, yRpJI RSf ^Ir[ sfa yRtffyRI RR?ft f I 

BReT Hlf'S6l ( b)^ 4t R^ BTTfjfR <*<si ) i^b fR°jid ■'l’*1 H°hR R>l RT7 ^<B RlRlfTcf BRRRTfRTR (^TR <+>l) RftRR <JM s f)< lj l % I 
^RRft BTfaRFFTSRRT 2000 fRT.Tn. $ 3^1 ^RTR STRRT 40 fRj.m f I R?RNR HIRRIB BRTRcB (^) Rtf RTR 200 RTR % I TTRT 
RI^c^l 'gfofT f fWhi 7TR yRlVW ®qqRKBRI<RR7 RTfRT RT^R^FPT RRTR ^ I R«FT?T Bt*R3f R^^TRte (TT^^^t) Rt^FT RfPITR 
BHCtfvfd RTRTT11 <^'^1 230 50 ^3T TcRIRcff RTR TOT R3 RTF* RRRT11 



Reri^TT %'*J5TR7B % 37%f3RR R#T RTt 6-4 R?r 1' % fair McTT ^ 3tRT% % %TT R^W »ft fRRT TORT sfa 

RfSd R^ BRR?t RTRRt, RRT*fcn, fe^R, Rf%B RR^RTT, RSl445Ri fR5FT 3Tlf^ % 3TTRR tR R^eTf vSTJl^MI I 

3fR %F#7 3RTO ^ BTfR^RR RRT 36 BR-RRT (12) ^RT TO RfTOt ^T WT 

t % B^tT RfecT % 3F}4l<R %fR ^ %3 Rt4(T BrI ^Wm^RT BRffR^RT, fe^T % 3T^RR 3fa BRt R I H TT^ ^ f^TR^ 

B^r RT^f -3FT fBRW %RT RRT f BRt ^ ft RrMbT 3^ % BRF BM-CT Mt #t 

5 RT. RTBR^ 3#W% u ^ n RR%%^ 500 ^ 10,000 3rTR^^ST4r R?Rm3RRFFT (^T) R%fT 50 ^ 10,000 WRft ^JT^RcRm 
H1MMH mm (t^B) Rf^B 50 %.RT. ^ sfa 5000 %.RT. BR7 Rjt ^RBT RT^ f B^T *^ n RH 1 x 10 % , 

2 x 10* RT 5 x 10 % , % f, ^ R BT 7R<6 RT T’ffo RT yp? % RH^fR f I 

[R5T. R, B^T3R-21 (235 )/2005 ] 

4. tt. ^uiFjpi, Pr^i«b, Wtr? rtr 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.0.1043.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate‘service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Crane type) with digital indication of “SATC” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name 
“SATVIK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Satvik Scale Industries, No. 10, Chamcham 
Industrial Estate, Near Azad Nagar, Bhandar(E), Thane, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/1046; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Crane type) with 
a maximum capacity of 2000kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result The instrument operates on 230V, 50Hz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with e’ value 
of lxl0 k . 2*10*^ 5x10*, k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(235)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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28 2006 

1044.—%3rftT7T7TO yrfTORl' ?TRT 3ft 3R^?T R7 fftMR wA % TOTTT^MF ft TO t fftr 

3*w ffttr£ ft ftrs^r (ftrftTft 7 ^ to aftr to torf a#rfwT, 1976 (1976 60 ) to TO 37 k 

(♦iT-scrit ■3PJ*ite ? T) Pl^H, 1987 % <SH«fVt* % % sfft T|7T ^TcT ft'HI^Hi f 1% cPIlaK TTftt 7 ! 3raf*T ft 'ft 337T ftfscl 

TOftm aftr nfflWWf ft 3rg^w ft*n tott t^u; 

373:, 3R ftv=fft7 77TW, 3^ 3TfafftTOMft TO 36 ^3R~TO (7) #73R-TO (8) TO TTcTTlftFFft ^T'SRPl 
gTlft7777 TfTOTTOTTOTft, ?TTTO7te, 3^ 3TTO TOt ft) TO, Iwft, ^fTTOlT TOT ftrfftffa TOftlTT (TOTO 

^ft-III) MTft TOcTO 7JM3 77ff<T STTaTOtRcT fttcTT 7WI (ftft)PH<6N ^fewf TOft-ft ft3 MIT) % ftfeeT =RT, fft77% TO 37 
TO * ‘^TTcT ’ ’ t ("faft I7lft ^7%.^T(i;^?T TO77 TOT wt) #7 faft 3F£ftlTO 37 ^ tt=t ffy09/2006/34 TTP^fTm fTOT 

TO t, TITOT-TO MTft 37t7 'TOTfw TOft t I 



TOT TO77 TO flft>fTO<rf TOR Mil #37 TOTTfcr 3T73^ l f#1 fttTO 3TO<u | ( 3ft)[TOc1 #TO l 4 ft? TOT7) f I 

^77# 3|Nr im 300 ffti.m t #7 ^JTOT TO 2 fftr.TIT. 11 77TTOR HITOH TOT7T3T (f ) 100 7TR % I 

TrilfuiM #3# 77# 3# % 3TM7^T T#Tft)3TO[ft *3TOft ftr)#T ft# MTft ft ft# %ffttr 77## ft) P»^ tl ^1^ 1 1 I 

gf[7 ftft# TTTTO 331 #ftfTOT ft) TO 36 ft) 3R-3T7T (12) TO 7JM Vlfftlft =PT 3fftm #) ^ TO fttTO TO) 
f % 33fl TOFT % 37^fe %^77 3TTORTO ft)## 37l) fafaH# SRI "37# fft#T, % 37^7717 #7 3# TTTOt ft, f#7ft 

tot sr^fttfro fti# "fftfrofti fror to t, 757 ft 5 T 3 ^ 1 ^ ft^r, TO«ftn #7 % ftfcpr ^ ^ 7 ^ ^ 5 

m MT 377 ft 3TfTO% “^ M TO%%7 100 ft 10,000 TO’qft^rft <71T7'R ftcfTIcT (TTM) 77%7T 50 f^.TTT. ft grfTO gft7 1000 

1TO7T. TO Mft 37fTOT»7 ^TTOMlft ^ ftft “'f ** TO 1 x 10 % , 2 x 10 % ^TT 5 * 10 % , ft) f, "ftt tHI<57«6 MT ^OTIcH^ Tpq 

% 77*71^ ft 

[Tft. ft. ^^^7-21 ( 329 )/2005 ] 

A % fftftro, fftfro to fftro 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1044 .—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the* certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Mechanical Platform Machine-Pro-Weight Type) with analogue indication of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “JEET” manufactured by M/s Royal Scale Co., Ladwa Road, Near 
New Anaj Mandi, Pipli, Kurukshetra, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/06/34; 



The said Model is a mechanical type lever based non-automatic weighing instrument (mechanical platform 
machine-pro-weight type) with a maximum capacity of 300kg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 
1000kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e.’ value of 5g. or more and with v e’ value 
of 1 x 10 k , 2*10 k or 5 x 10 k . k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(329)/2005] 
P.A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1045.—xsm ^ ^ f^«rR ^sr% % -qr«nn.' , Tr ^r*mflpr # 1% 

vst ftfri 4 «rf«m (*fr* rtf srrfrfa ) roe sfo -m* « tffatoro, 1976 (1976 vr 60) mwtsfom'm* 
a^r^T) f*m, 1987 afo **nmr qft Hwm t % mm rift ^ awfv 4 

roiTtfrTT W* ^ J ll sfa 4 <4^*W ^TOTT ^TT; 

arc*., aw,tofa mm, im sfafow m 36 ^ftinrero (7) afawro (8) m toiTT fWfw^^l^ 

4*4 tt%^ h*, 4 . 22, T^*sw%*m 4 , %* 4 Mtft- 62700 i, wfarnTf eto faf% *t*m wfm *4 

yf-ill) “q*-22S ** *ffri, arererfem rifc w jw»i (4 tontm) ftrefr urn 

wtm “4*4ta’' t (fa4**4 

ftWI’Rfft, TTOFf-TST *fl4 afo Wilftffl *8*4 tl 



4 fesrftfftisrroftn ( 4 Ansnwrc) 4 <rH an*h<«i 1 1 y&fi 3 rfwro w60,000ten. afa 
to 200ft>.in. 11 wiRmrq 3 rto^t(<) ^t-*tptio ftr.m 11 f* 4 t^t 4 farcer trt 
«wrcwKMy qrfar gn4*ggn shut1 1 raw '<3 W^ s re te (qgr rart 4 wh mU«iih <wqftfo ^rorrt 1 3wi 230 4TOe ( 50 

vro ro wf **rorrt 1 

ferffcjH % <n ft ft<w *#r qft wt'tf Mw i fl % %q % faq 4 fa<fc *4 M i ampn i 

3fk %=jfa **ftt ^kt atfvftror ^ tiro 36 ^ ^niro (12) sro w^t *fi roitn ^rot ^ 4taro ^roft 

t % aw % ** twtt ra %sro*fa - 3 # ftNsi sm <wi fajm , % ar^m afa roroft 4, fam4 

w a^qff^T mTsm tpr fVrf^i faror ttot 4, faPiffifl <wft sjisrcu %44i4 4^r, *ro*fcn afa topt Mt Ff*t ^ 

stan. ^r^ 3 Tf^fr% ,, ^’roq%%T^ 
500410,000ire?%4roq isoeq^^taqfi^Hro t, i"'mi * 10*, 

2*10 * ^t 5x10* % f, -aft trerresFtu Tgo n roy ^>rfy1 

[''FT. ro. •S^TTO-21 (289)/2004 3 
17, fjTOf^ ( fllftrar TTPT f^TPT 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 


8,0. 1848^—Wheiea* the Central Government, alter considering the report submitted to It by the prescribed 
authority, la satisfied that the model described in forsirid report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by iub-aection*(7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weigh bridge type) with digital indication of “S-223" series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-ill) and with brand name M MAXlM M (hereinaftcr referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Sakthi 
Woigh Tech. No. 22/ S.N, High School, Opposite Scaflter School, Tinmolveii-627 001, Tamil Nadu and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/03/783; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of60,000kg and minimum capacity of 200kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 10kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display 
indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up 
to 150 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5kg. or more and with ‘e’ 
value of l*10 k , 2*10^ 3* 10\ where k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(289)/2004) 
P.A. KRISHN AMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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Trr.BTT. 1046.— 

fHr? A TTSF! ^ ^ SfTfdTT ) wz dfa RTT TTTfT STfafWI, 1976 ( 1976 ^>T 60 ) 7T«TT 3fa RTR RTO 
(WTf TT SFJRK'O fWT, 1987 %3T^t 3ffc ^ 1TOT t % WMKIK TI%T 3n*fa $ *f 

■’IsTfshTT TTR Trim 3$k f^FT ^ftfwf?FTf 3 TfaT TP^T -afipTT T^TT; 

m:, m, TRTTR, 3?fqfwi^ RRT 36 ^T^TTCT (7) sfa^-RlTT (8) SKI TTC^f *ET3?%T 

IT’.v W-f vifari ~4 bp, T 22, TFHFT TfH T% 1 R % Timft, fWM^-627001, TTfarffTf SRI RGRT W*fm 

(mmbm b !I1)^"tWT!” TJ5Rnfcfl, '<ft ?H dM^l TO) ^>T, ftTH% '5TT5 

^Fl 4 * FTTFl 4 4 t (fatf VW ^ Tf^FT^T WfW^t) 3?k 3T^Tl^ 3TT^ TT^ ^t/09/05/305 
f’TTTT 7 FTT % FFRFFT WF-T? oirft aft* wrf?PT ^Rcft f I 



^PTTfeqT fTfnT T3T ZFF ^TcllFTc! 3H*T!fT?T 3R*Mlfa?l ( k^tcfhM TP?>R) (ftFR^WT^t? 3Tf*TWT STC1TT1000 

fr.TiT. t tr -ticim mm 4 %.th. t1 wim wm 3R?Rm (^) rft 200 titr i i jm mm an^qppr Tjfar t foifw ?ra 
yfd^m ^qcf jCi ^i r+i ct, m% 1 Tr^TeR^^Fft^(T^i^) ^fTFTR■g^f^r ^rttt % 1 wftjt230 

TTo^3TTT 50?TToT UoMMdl RRT ’'R ^FFT TIcTTf I 

^^rftcFT % atRrir^T -sjqp^rtf % f^nr R3ter% ^ Tt^% f^nr mV f^n 'srnTrn i 

3TR TFT? RRcfiR STfaft-RR offt *1KT 36 Tt cPT-TTO (12) SPTf TRtT TTf^RT^f TT TPftrT RRft ^tt Rtm RR<ft 
t f% mm ifer % aiiHK'i % w to fr % ^rt 7 ^ mt %k srt fro??, fesn^r % sfjrr aftr titritI j$, ftrarr 
mm •aT'jHifcci Tterr 'Rii 'PihM fr^T mm t, f^rfrf^rfr ^ ^ ^8^ 3 ^ <^i4m i mh % (Tten 3R<»<»i ^ 

fqf'lfHd ~m\ ^j73R4T % irf RoF, R8U«fr[7 3^ q>l4HtcrH %’cff^PT 8T6<'J| oft 5 Til 3lf«RF% 44 i ,r RB%'%^ 500 

r 10,000 mm'm torR ARimn rr 'fif^d sofexn. ^ 5000 tit. ttoF"^ ^RT?iT' ?! rr^'f aftr u ^ 44 rh 1 x io % , 2 >< io % 

m 5 «< io + , % f, ^n rhi^hr; m ~ctc*r, Ri 7 ^ % f i 

[m "R. ^^TJR-21(289)/2004] 
m. tt. fbrnm, fafw rtt fam 
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New Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.Q, 1046,—Whereas the Central Government, alter considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “SP” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-IU) 
and with brand name ’'MAXIM”{hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Sakthi Weigh 
Tech, No. 22, S.N. High School, Opposite Scaffter School, Tirunelveli-627 001, Tamil Nadu and which is assigned the 
approval marie IND/09/05/305; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type toad cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000kg. and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e> is 200 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Milts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-Section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g. or more and with V 
value of 1*10\ 2* l0 k or 5* 10*, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

(F. No. WM«2i(289)/2004) 
PA. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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w.w, 1047.— m, ftrffcn mflwrrft m wfjit ft# ^ % 'rur^t* wvm tfr m $ % 

wr ft# ^ tft # *rjftrM) to to tow «tW^, 1976 (1976 wi 60) iw to to tow 

^ftrnr) faro, i987%TO#f* w^t*fci*TO^TOwt1*wnTO7#T^TOfM wn?frw 
TO^TTOI TO TWTO wWflW^f^^WIWWITOWWTWPIT; 

wr:. to, ^r^fawrwn, wwfVPmiffvm6ifti^-vm(7) <ffr^vm(8) r flw 'fl wt#Wwrt 
35^* #T^f filVi ^ ?W, ^1. 22, H’l VH{ ^W^#ft-627001, fMMn (^*f[«lni Vl~ 

in) wr* *jwwr % ^ww^yniftiT, # w(tro^NywrO ftmfrTtwwrTO 

4, *ftro M t(MM \zk m wi v^^ fr M WTOiwt) #t^t#/ 09/200»/304 TOqfr f # taw to 

♦, WJ#* IPTO-TO wft 8# mFTftm Wflft i i 



S'W *lf*?T IJW’fa'jnT #J T?WTC WT TO#T TOflftff WWWf# #H Fro (%TO TO TOR WT) $1 iroff 3PTfvwnfPT 
TOmsota-mt^^rowroioomti wron himh i^<^) s m#» ^qwram ^an ^ta tforawTTm-gffrm 
wqwTOrm* wfar *to 1 1 *wro tou# it# (Tjwf tf) mb 'rftro sh^Rm wcm 1 1 *wtjt 230 #e, 

50 T^?l*TWWff W^T fWfJfl 1TTO’'TC WT 1 ! WTflT t1 

tc*ffi4‘f *i*fflwi w^%atR(Rwt wm^^ wwrrff % taj nifH ift uhw^ ^ 'ft *ft taw wnm 1 

sfo TOT wfafow ^ft TO 36 ^ TO-TO (120 TO Ttarif WT IP# W1& ^ tff #W Ip# 

t % TOT #W % 37^#»T % TH 1TTO-TO % toHa wrft faFTHlfll TO ftl4P*PI, i^TOI % STJTO -3# wft WI*TiJ) fwft 
aryftf^r’ HT^g gr N wf, (¥ ¥$ t t g*fl forwr% ift #r, w#mafa w i #to ti mn 6*r w r< i »ft#t*ftioofa, to 
^2umiw% H < M 100^ 10,000 w¥t^^^m , mwr«fircn?r(i^) «^ 5 m^T^«rftw% 4 <'’nn% 

soo^ 10,000flffFTtfnTflrwso%. w. <f*nrT#tt^"f M -m 1 xio*, 

2 x 10*5 x 10% if ,ifl ^r ir>nw*'pifqr , ^TijwT%F*r5wl> 1 

C^T.Tf. '»^^-21(289)/2004] 
hT. \ 1 f w rr*pn, miw, ipk 'tft witr 




i- » I Mull 


I | : ■ •! 6-1-1 »- i •♦• 


>**•') - 1 
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TOIWIKi 18, 2006/^n 27,1927 
Hew Delhi, the 28th February, 2006 

S.O. 1047,—Whereai the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the preacribed 
authority, ii satisfied that the model described in the said report (seethe figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Oovemment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Dsble top type) with digital indication of "ST" series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-IH) 
and with brand name “MAXIM” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Sakthi Weigh 
Tech, No. 22, S.N. High School, Opposite Scatter School, Tirunelveli-627001. Tamil Nadu and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2005/304, 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 of 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg to 2g and with verficiation scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g or more and with *e’ value of 1 * 10“, 2x10* or 5* 10 k , 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

(F. No. WM-21(289)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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aft rmy % tour 

M toft, 8 Rift, 2006 
*T. W. 104& — 

mi'Mwm (*tfft ft wftn % R5T «fft»T) adftto, 

1962 (1962 50) ( to J*ft **ftr 3»tom 

wwt)^vnr 3 ifft tptoto (i) ftrsrtfar to sm 

mm % afa myto % tow ift 

tol m 3TT. 1696, tow 12-06-2003, ft. *61.3*1. 2059, 
2060 R 2061 totf 22-07-2003, ft. m^TT. 2381 R 2382, 
UI&S 12-8-2003, ft R5T.31T. 2461, TTlftlST 19-8-2003, ft R5T.3TT. 
694 (3T), tolST 14-6-2004, ft. Rfl.31L 740 (a?), tom 
25-6-2004 X*ft ft. R5T.3TT. 858 (31), tow 29-7-2004 WIT, 

artoprr ft ft^pr angq^ft fafftto ^ifftftfti?r (*tor) 

SKI H?KI<S 1F*T ft X^JT-^aftn-^pr- vpftxyr WT?TT^ 

fttft'SWI % HTWT*? 'ft Snyfftxfi ftfl % ftrffrTJ MI54(J1N(1 

thrift % yft^H % % 3TfV^5TT RP 3pH to % 

3rn 3TI7I*1 XSRT RTMRl XfJT «TT; 

fth <J$fl iranfafl ftt yftift xjpfflT ftf xnfhsr 

20-9-2003 ft 21-11-2003 “Cft 16-6-2004 ft 16-8-2004 1$ 
12-8-2004 ft12-9-2004 1-7-2004 ft1-12-2004 W 

tff; 

to gR^WT 

RST ftowfc; 

aftr w Tnfato ft, toi aftftfto ftt Rro 6 ftt 
^ivro (i) % sto %to top* ftl tot fftte ft ftt f ; 

ftft ftpftfa fK«bK ft, ftft£ m fq«iK % 
TOm 3ftt m mpm *t to m fa -&*[ 'jfft WWT 
fftwift % f^iy, atrftfwr ft, ohmI'i % aH[V<w< ^rr arft-r 
to R* ftrfft^T fa*TT ft; 

m: m, *ufrK , ^rt arfafam *m 6 Rft 
3wtt (i) 5 kt v i fa i ftf rst tor to ^ ^ 
tot ft fa afttrc£em ft ft^PT 3rj*£5ft ft’ ftofae 'jfftft 

fato % 8M-q>| % X58T 3^1 

MT ft; 

sftr, 37WT, w 3rf^fwr %mr 6 
■3WTO (4) 5RT WFI ?rfw^f -SrftftT xsRTft ^ fftft^T ftftt ft 
fft> hi^mcii^' fft^rft % 'jfft ft Sm*hVi ^T 3ffftaFR, 
ftlw % W7B xrrftxs ftp^T ^TT^vR ft fftfft?T fttft % 
^ 961 1 ^' torft SRT TOTm ^rft % ( 5f«S^0 
f^fftft^ftf¥?nftftn3fk7i^ft, ^ftftftwft’i^raft^p, 
TFt SW 3Tfvftfft?T dftr Tfftf % T^ft ^ TPft 

fft^FTftf ft yw, % (^ftgqi) rdfH^ S ft fftfftcT ftW I 




I^TW TTfftVW ftfft ^rft ft. 

sntaft^. aft^nxfaftftr 
totow(ft^Rft) 

1 2 3 4 

5 

wnr Wto 146 

00-19-00 

tom 245 

00-23-00 

247/0 

00-31-00 

248/2 

00-35-00 

250/0 

00-31-00 

252/0 

00-05-00 

257/0 

00 -20-00 

258/0 

0003-00 

259/0 

003000 

261/0 

0013-00 

fttftt 14/0 

0020-00 

16/1 

0014-00 

16/2 

0006-00 

19/4U ~1 


19/4 - ® 1 

>. 0037-00 

19/41 


J 


25/2 

0002-00 

25/3^xft 

0022-00 

25/4 

0017-00 

42/0 

0012-00 

59/1 

0012-00 

59/4 

0014-00 

59/5 

0014-00 

64/4 

0012-00 

64/3 

0008-00 

76/2 

0016-00 

77/1 

0O15-0C 

72/2 

0004-00 

77/4 

0005-00 

77/5 

0007.-00 

85/1 

0028-00 

26/4 

0021-00 

26/3 

0031-00 

26/6 

0010-00 

30/2 

0017-00 

?rft atom srrft 70/ipft 

0027-00 

17/3^ 

OOOOOO 

74ftt 

0015-00 

3/4/2ftt 

0003-00 

3/4/lftt 

0001-00 

79/3/ft 

0015-00 

26/2ft 

0022-00 
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004)64)0 
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004)5-00 



117/3-R 

00-154)0 

44/5 

004)74)0 



117/3^ 

004)244) 

71 

004)84)0 



117/33T1 

00-1344) 

37/1 

004)8-00 



117/3^ 

00-1644) 

37/2 

0005-00 



117/3^ 

004)244) 

37/3 

00-2544) 



124/1 

00-3644) 

29 

00-154)0 



124/21?? 

006544) 

fwft 182/0 

004)24)0 



2TJ+5^ft 


173/2 

004)7-00 



124/9 

00-3644) 

173/3 . 

004)2-00 



320 

00-8144) 

173/4 

004)4-00 



323 

004144) 

173/5 

00-124)0 



324 

00-2744) 

173,7 

004)1-00 



3 

00-1144) 

173/8 

004) 14K) 



290 

00-2844) 

173/9 

004)1-00 



325 

004)844) 

173/10 

004)2-00 



213 

004)844) 

77/1 

004)1-00 



328 

00-37-00 

77/2 

00-174)0 



288 

00-13-00 

77/3 

004)24)0 



287 

00-2044) 

77/4 

004)5-00 



286 

00-284)0 

77/5 

004)6-00 



269 

000444) 

85/8 

00-04-00 



265 

00-1044) 

85/9 

00-16-00 



263 

00-37-00 

85/10 

00-164X) 



264 

00-25-00 

85/11 

00-154X) 



56 

00-3644) 

85/12 

00-124)0 



57 

00-1644) 

2/1 

004)1-00 



76 

00-3644) 

2/2 

00-124X) 



75 

004)644) 

2/3 

004)24)0 



78 

00-71-00 

2/4 

00-i6-00 



79 

004)844) 

2/5^ 

00-144X) 



91 

00-1000 

158/2 

004)24)0 



267 

000944) 

158/3 

004)44)0 



90 

00-1644) 

158/6 

00-1044) 



266 

0062-00 

158/10 

00-114K) 



89 

00-2044) 

160/1 

00-15-00 



117 

00-754)0 

203/0 

004)400 



115 

000944) 

39/15 

004)14)0 



116 

000144) 

39/16 

004)5-00 



144 

00-2200 

39/21 

00-23-00 



147 

00-2200 

39/19 

00-134)0 



145 

00-234)0 

39/20 

0006-00 



142 

00-4300 

39/22 

004)3-00 



137 

0063-00 

117/1 

00-36-00 
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87 
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90 

00-71-00 


91 
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53 

00 -12-00 

15* 

51 

00 -20-00 


46 
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45 

00-16-00 


43 
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42 

0001-00 


41 

0041-00 


40 

00 -21-00 


39 

0007-00 


30 

006700 


29 

0001-00 


27 

003600 


26 

0001-00 


24 

0015-50 


23 

0000-50 


25 

006000 


6 

002300 


73 

0001-00 


74 

000200 


5 

000200 


4. 

0001-00 


75 

0001-00 


90 

0001-00 


89 

002700 


91 

003300 


70 

001500 


93 

000050 


95 

000050 


94 

. 002600 


96 

001800 


99 

004100 


106 

003900 
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002800 
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' 0001-00 
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004300 
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003300 


124 

006200 


201 

001800 


199 

003200 
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004000 


194 

000200 
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003200 
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w 
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001400 
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003500 
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003500 
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003800 


326 

002400 


448 

005400 
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005900 


533 

002700 
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002000 


33 

004100 


35 

000500 


36 

000200 


1 

01-7900 


2 

002000 


3 

003100 


7 

006800 

SW9ISI 28 

0010-00 


29 

000400 


31 

0001-00 


32 

00-8000 


40 

003000 

<aiPiq 

68 

002100 


55 

01-3900 


2 

000900 


48 

000200 


81 

00-6100 


63 

00-7300 


37 

000500 


38 

000300 


66 

000200 


40 

000600 


22 

005900 


21 

00-1300 


66 

006500 


90 

006900 


13 

006300 


15 

001700 


14 

00454)0 


16 

0001-00 


17 

002040 


1 

0O384X) 


8 

004)94)0 


9 

00064X) 


10 

(04)140 


7 

000600 


[m *T. ^-14014/23/05/^.^. (MFT-I) ] 
_TO. tT^T, 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S.O. 1048.— Whereas by notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 1696dated 12-6-2003, No. S.O. 
2059.2060 and 2061 dated 22-7-2003, No. S.O. 2381 and 
2382 dated 12-8-2003. 2461 dated 19-08-2003, No. S.O. 
694 (E) dated 14-6-2004. No. S.O. 740 (E) dated 25-6-2004 
and No S O. 858(E) dated 29-7-2004 issued under sub¬ 
section (i) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962 ( .50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right ol user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose.of laying 
pipeline for the transportation of natural gas through 
Dalicj-Ha/.ira-Uran Dhabol Pipeline Project in the State 
of Maharashtra, a pipeline should be laid by the GAIL 
(India) Limbeck 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
notifications were made available to the public from 
20-9-2003 to 21 -11-2003 and 16-6-2004 to 16-8-2004 and 
12-8-201 )4 to 12-9-2004 and 01 -07-2004 to 01 -i 2-2004; 

And whereas the objections received from the 
public to the laying of the pipeline have been 
considered and disallowed by the competent authority; 

And whereas the competent authority has. 
under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering (lie said report and on being satisfied that 
the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has 
decided (o acquire the right of user therein; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said 
Act. (he Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification is hereby acquired for 
laving the-pipeline. 

And. further, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby directs that the right of 
user in (he land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest, on the date of 
the publication of the declaration, in (he GAIL (India) 
Limited, proposing to lay the pipeline and thereupon the 
right of such user in the land shall, subject to the terms 
and conditions so imposed, vest in the GAIL (India) 
Limited, free from all encumbrances. _ 


SCHEDULE 


District 

Tehsil 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(In 
Hectare) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Raigad 

Panvel 

\ftkadi 

146 

00-19-00 



Nitalas 

245 

00-23-00 




247/0 

00-31-00 




248/2 

00-35-00 




250/0 

00-31-00 




252/0 

00-05-00 




257/0 

00-20-00 




258/0 

00-03-00 




259/0 

00-30-00 




261/0 

00-13-00 



Moho 

14/0 

00-20-00 




16/1 

00-14-00 




16/2 

00-06-00 




19/4 A 





19/4B 

00-37-00 




19/4D 





25/2 

00-02-00 




25/3 A, B 

00-22-00 




25/4 

00-17-00 




42/0 

00-12-00 




59/1 

00-12-00 




59/4 

00-14-00 




59/5 

00-14-00 




64/4 

00-12-00 




64/3 

00-08-00 




76/2 

00-16-00 




77/1 

00-15-00 




77/2 

00-04-00 




77/4 

00-05-00 




77/5 

00-07-00 




85/1 

00-28-00 



Chmdran 

26/4 

00-21-00 




26/3 

00-31-00 




26/6 

00-10-00 




30/2 

00-17-00 

Tliana 

Amber- 

Ambhe 

70/ AP 

00*27-00 


nath 


17/3P 

00-06-00 




74/3P 

00-15-00 




3/4/2P 

00-03-00 




3/4/1P 

00-01-00 




79/3P 

00-15-00 




26/2.P 

00-22-tX) 




79/2P 

(XM0-00 




[HFT11—73-^ 3(ii)] _ W^TFm:TTr*h8, 2006/W^ 27, 1927 __2317 

1 234 5 1 234 5 

Thana Amber- Ambhe 16/6P 00-144)0 Thana Amber- Chikhaloli 54P 00-1000 


19/IP 

00-144)0 

nath 32/3P 

00-2700 

80/6P 

004)54)0 





32/2P 

00-2600 

Sakharoli 23/2 

004)54)0 



21/0 

00-174X) 

32/IP 

00-2700 

. 25/0 

004)14)0 

i/ip 

00-1500 

23/1 

00-3600 

162P 

000200 

27/0 

00-174X) 

163/3P 

000300 

29/0 

00-17-00 

163/1P * 

00-3200 

32/4 

00-1600 

163/2P 

000400 

30/1 

0009-00 

157P 

004200 

Kushivali 80/2 

00-13-00 

147P 

00-1000 

103 

004)5-0) 

142/8P 

000200 

68 

0001-00 

142/7P 

000700 

79/1 

00-5600 





T. Line 

000800 

81/3 

00-53-00 





140P 

00-2300 

91/1 . 

00-284)0 



91/9 f 


130P 

00-1000 



52P 

00-7200 

93/1 

00-2600 



90/IP 

00-1600 

Kalyan Rayate 92 

000400 

90/2 

00-1300 

93 

000800 

90/4 

000600 

80/5 

00014)0 

' 87/1 

00-1600 

80/6 

000600 

87/2 

000900 

53/0 

000300 

86/5 

00-2200 

99P 

00-1700 

86/6 

00-1000 

Titwala 43 

00-2400 

86/3 

00-1200 

Runde 87 

004300 

86/1 

000900 

Ghotsai 28 

000200 

85/2 

00-3500 

56 

004700 

85/1 

00-1300 

Mhaskal 134/0 

00-3000 

80/3 

00-1300 





Apti 78/3P 

000300 

81/4 

00-2300 

(Choun) 


Wadi 22/IP 

00-2000 

66 

00014)0 

23P 

00044)0 

82 

00-154)0 

193/P 

00-3300 





Jambhul 58 

004000 

18/3P 

00-3100 

Moholi 


194P 

00-1500 





Chincha- 15/5P 

00014)0 

197P 

00-2600 

wali 


25P 

000200 

17/7 

000200 

26P 

000500 

Vasant 54 

00-3000 

21/IP 

004500 

Shelavali 


19P 

000700 

Bhiwandi Anhe 2B 

004)14)0 

21/4P 

00-2000 

59 

000300 
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Thana Bhiwandi Borivali 37/14 002900 

38/9 00-13-00 

Kirawali 140/1 00-15-00 

140/2 0007-00 

140/3 00-22-00 

140/4 00-1100 

126/3 000700 

126/4 000300 

102/2 00-2700, 

133 0001-00 

Padghe 24P 0001-00 

Jambhivali60 000500 

44/5 000700 

71 000800 

37/1 000800 

37/2 000500 

37/3 00-2500 

29 00-1500 

Dighashi 182/0 000200 

173/2 000700 

173/3 000200 

173/4 000400 

173/5 001200 

173/7 0001-00 

173/8 000100 

173/9 0001-00 

173/10 000200 

77/1 000100 

77/2 00-1700 

77/3 000200 

77/4 000500 

77/5 000600 

85/8 000400 

85/9 001600 

85/10 001600 

85/11 001500 

85/12 001200 

2/1 0001-00 

2/2 001200 

2/3 000200 

2/4 001600 

2/5A 001400 

158/2 000200 

158/3 000400 

158/6 0010-00 


5 • 

Thana Bhiwandi Dighashi 158/10 001100 

160/1 001500 

203/0 000400 

39/15 0001-00 

39/16 000500 

39/21 002300 

39/19 001300 

39/20 000600 

39/22 000300 

117/1 003600 

117/2 000600 

117Z3A 001500 

117Z3B 000200 

117Z3C 001300 

117/3D 001600 

117/3E 000200 

124/1 003600 

124/2M 00-6500 

2A+5B 

124/9 003600 

Wada Kharivali 320 008100 

323 004100 

324 002700 

3 001100 

290 002800 

325 000800 

213 000800 

328 003700 

288 001300 

287 002000 

286 002800 

269 000400 

265 001040 

263 0037-00 

264 002500 

56 003600 

57 0016-00 

76 003600 

75 000600 

78 007100 

79 000800 

91 OOIOOO 

267 000900 

90 001600 

266 006200 





[MFT1I—3(ii)] 


MTOT-aRT TFJm : 18, 2006/WTT 27,. 1927 


2319 


1 

Thana 


Thana 


Wada Kharivali 89 00-20-00 

117 00-75-00 

115 00-09-00 

116 0001-00 

144 00-22-00 

147 00-22-00 

145 00-23-00 

142 0043-00 

137 0063-00 

268 0064-00 

\lkram- Ghanede 39 02-65-00 


Chinch- 

87 

00-95-00 

ghar 


90 

00-71-00 


91 

00-2600 

Apti 

53 

00-1200 

Budnik 


51 

00-2000 


46 

00-1400 


45 

00-1600 


43 

00-1300 


42 

0001-00 


41 

004100 


40 

00-2100 


39 

000700 


30 

006700 


29 

0001-00 


27 

00-3600 


26 

0001-00 


24 

00-1500 


23 

0060-50 


25 

006000 


6 

00-2300 


73 

006100 


74 

000200 


5 

006200 


4 

006100 


75 

0001-00 


90 

006100 


89 

00-2700 


91 

00-3300 


70 

00-1500 


93 

0060-50 


95 

0060-50 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

Thana Mkram- 

Apti 

94 

00-2600 

ghad 

Budruk 

96 

00-1800 



99 

004100 



106 

00-3900 



102 

00-2800 



103 

OQOIOO 



128 

004300 



127 

00-3300 



124 

00-6200 


Kurze 

201 

00-1800 



199 

00-3200 



200 

004000 



194 

0002-60 



191 

00-3200 



220 

00-1400 



279 

00-3500 



278 

00-3500 



377 

00-3800 



326 

00-2400 



448 

00-5400 



447 

00-5900 



533 

00-2700 



532 

00-2000 

Dahanu 

Bandhan 

33 

004100 



35 

006500 



36 

000200 



1 

01-7900 



2 

00-2000 



3 

00-3100 



7 

006800 


Haladpada28 

00-1000 



29 

006400 



31 

0001-00 



32 

00-8000 



40 

00-3000 


Khaniv 

68 

00-2100 



55 

01-3900 



2 

006960 



48 

006200 



81 

006100 



63 

00-7300 



37 

000500 



38 

000300 



66 

010200 



40 

006600 



22 

00-5900 



21 

00-1300 



66 

006500 



90 

006900 


Torani 

13 

.006300 



15 

00-1700 



14 

0045-00 



16 

0001-00 
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1 2 3 4 5 


Thana Dahanu Torani 17 

00 - 20-00 

1 

00-38-00 

8 

0009-00 

9 

000600 

10 

OOOIOO 

.. 7 

000600 


[F. No. L-140I4/23/2005-G.R(Pt-I)] 
S.B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 


FiC't'ft, 8 2006 

aFT. 3TT. 1049. —3fR TgfajT 
MI5TcTI54 ( 3 <Jh 4P| % 3Tf«TO cRT 3T5h) SlfappR, 

1962 (1962 W 50) (^FtT 
mi W t) ^ VTTT 3 ^ RT (1) % 3l*ffa Wit HTR 




f^TT 

?T5#rl 

■RTR 

7l3i. 

3TR3tr.^ .^fT 

^F#%%7 

-4) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7J71T 


tg^flq 


(XM15-66 


51/70 

51/71 f 00-51-55 

63/93 -I 

63/94 L 00-15-18 

63/95 j 

56/80 00-54-53 

57/81-31 I 
57/81-«T j 00-37-33 

44/38 00-39-43 

(XMU-92 


17R7R % 3ik %T *h«<riq ^t 3Tfa^WTT WIT 

471.371.417(31), cIRteT, 29 2004 3ftm ^T.3TT. 1349(37), 

cnrt^r 9 ftflwrc, 2004 srcr, wi arfcipRT ^ ^ 

fafa&s m ow #■#«- 

FjftTT-TIH WR ^ %T % 

hR c i^'i % P/io, fas#%r y4l'4*i %r 349)^1 %r 

3 Tfa*RR CRT ■ 37 tffa % 37 # 37 T 7 FT # ^TPRIT # 

3fa ^ 3#?i5wtt # yfim « # wcter 

18-5-2004 1^7 19-2-2005 # ^t T T^ *ft; 

afa hi^mc-ij^H fa^T% % 77*cRT WftTT 77 3TTRT 3113# 
R 7 WTRlfawft wf 3 fa#f 3 R 5 ?m 

’ 5 Rfa4T T T4T't; 

3ftT 34KT 3Tft#m # RI7T 6 # WTTTI 

( 1 ) % 31>jfa 77RRR # 31# fa# ^ ^t t; 

3fa 4i#** W«M< fa 3<W R'# 77 Pl^K e tK*) % H^’*=UCl v 
3# RF 3TRT*TFT fat Wt 471% 'jft fa 415Hdl# fa«l4 % 

%i7 3 ## fa, wfa <jh4)m % 3Tfa4R 37 # 4 # w fapRWT 

f#nt; 

3RT: 314, fa#fa TRW, WRT 37ffafwr WO 6 # 
3R-4T7T (1) ^RT R^tT 7lfa?faf 47 4# 4# ^ 4F #4*11 
4R7ft fa f%-?H STf^fWTT fa TRFR 3T^7J# fa faPlft^ *jfa fa 
fa?# % f^TCf 3 h 4T t I % 37ffa4iT7 47 3T#T fRW WTT 

t; 

3fR, 4v=?trR U6+.R, #t WO 6 #t WI-VRT 

(4) "SKT WFI «Rw4f W M4>I ^ tf% 

% RlQ, ^ 3 h 4|'I ^5T 37f%Rn7, ^ *hI^ u ll % 9«bl^H 

#t fliOo #, %*3ft4 71745R Pi l^a 

fR??T4 Til iiwiq WTcTt(^Ps^n ) RiRfciS ^ PlRd ^RTT 
afk^r^rft, yjfR ^ t# 3h4im w arf^WT, tiwt 3TpRTfq?r 
3fR vrf( % 3i%fbr 7 # ftJ, it# farcFmf ^ ^, % 
( ?pJCT l) 


32/43 'j 


32/44 J" 

00-29-84 

31/36 '', 


31/37 1 


31/38 [ 

00-37-20 

31/39 J 


30/35-37 ] 


30/35-^ J 

f 00-2903 

24/26 

00-1841 

25/32-37 5 


25/32-«1 

(XKX1-22 

25/31 

> 

25/30 j 


23/30 1 


23/27 P 

(XF13-81 

23/25 J 


20/23 

0004-06 

15/19-37 

00-71-23 

17/20 

(KK)146 

7TWI 

0005-90 

12/17-37 3 

12/17-«7 J 

00-12-15 

111/37-1- 

00-62-92 

177 


c 6l7^«b 

(XJ07-53 

135/210-^7 

00-6449 

140/213 

(X>24-17 

133/211-31 j 

133/211-^7 

J XM6-35 

'131/207-31 ‘ 

131/207-^7 

(X4-71-70 

130/206 

(XH13-13 

111/37-1-177 00-77-63 

5R7T 

000641 


07-96-24 


[WTH—TTO 3(ii)] 18, 2006/9*^27, 1927 


1 2 3 4 3 

7JT7T -*IW^T 42/2 ] 

42/1 J 
42/1 \ 

42/2 j 
43/2-M 
43/1-^t 
43/3 
43/4 
43/5 

44/1-M 
44/1 
44/2 

m 

45 

36 

38/1 3 
38/2 L 
38/3 J 

37 
22 
34/1 

34 /lJfc# 

34/2 

33 

33/1-^t 
33/1/foft 
33/2-M 
33/3 
33/4 
33/5 

77/1 ] 

77/2 t 
77/3 j 

78 

79 

04-21-19 

[ m •??. TTel. -14014/23/2005 -ft. ('m T T-I) ] 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 2006 

S.O 1049.— Whereas by notification of the 
Governmeftt of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 417(E), dated the 29th March. 
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2004 and No. S.O 1349(E). dated 9th December, 2004 
issued, under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipelines for the 
transportotion of natural gas through Dahej-Ha/ir-Uran 
and spur pipelines in the State of Gujarat by the GAIL 
(India) Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
notification were made available to the public on 
18-5-2004 and 19-2-2005; 

And whereas the objections received from the 
public to the laying of the pipeline have been 
considered and disallowed by the competent authority 7 ; 

And whereas -the competent authority has. 
under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act. 
submitted its report to the Central Government: 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report and on being satisfied that 
the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has 
decided to acquire the right of user therein: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby declares that the right 
of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended 
to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And. further, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act. the 
Central Government hereby directs that the right of user 
in the land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest, on the date of 
the publication of the declaration, in the GAIL (India) 
Limited, proposing to lay the pipeline and thereupon the 
right of such user in the land shall, subject to the terms 
and conditions so imposed, vest in the GAIL (India) 
Limited, free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


District 

Tehsil 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(bt 
Hectare) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Surat 

Choryasi 

Khazod 

Nala 

004)5-66 




51/70 \ 





51/71 J 

00-51-55 


00-18-85 


004)6-56 

} 

00-31-40 


| 0040-79 

00-16-58 

004)147 

00424)9 

0023-88 

0044-26 

j> 00-53-19 


004)8-85 


00-2144 

00-89-31 

00-22-52 


643 G1/2006—13 
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4 


Surat Choryasi Khazpd- 63/93 
Contd. 


63/94 ; 

> 

0015-18 

63/95 J 



56/80 


0054-53 

57/81-A 

L 


57/81-B 

j 

0037-33 

44/38 


00-3943 

Canal 


0004-92 

32/43 ] 



32/44 J 


0029-84 

31/36 



31/37 


0037-20 

31/38 

> 


31/39 J 



30/35- '] 



30/35- j 

r 

1 

0029-03 

24/26 


00-1841 

25/32-A 

i 


25/32-B 

r 

j 

0(KX>-22 

25/31 ] 



25/30 J 



23/30 



23/27 


00-13-81 

23/25 



20/23 


00044)6 

15/19-A 


0071-23 

17/20 


000146 

Road 


00-05-90 

12/17-A 1 


12/17-B 

r 

0012-15 

111/A-l 

- 1 

00432-92 

177 

j 


Cart Track 

004)7-53 

135/210-B 

006449 

140/213 


00-24-17 

133/211-A ] 


133/211-B f 

4)046-35 

131/207-A 1 


131/207-B J 

' 3071-70 

130/206 


004)3-13 

111/A-l-177 

007763 

Nala 


00-0641 


Surat Choiyasi Magdalla- 42/1 
Contd. 42/2 


00-18-85 


0006-56 


> 0031-40 


45 

36 

38/1 

38/2 

38/3 


7/1 1 

7/2 L 


79 


TOTAL 


00-4079 

0016-58 

000147 

0042-09 

0023-88 

0044-26 

0053-19 


00-08-85 


002144 

0089-31 

00-22-52 


04-21-19 


[F. No. L-14014/23/05 G.P (Part-I)] 
S B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 


Total 


07-96-24 
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: -RF^ is, 2006/WpT 27, 1927 
^ fa#, 14 2006 

w.ot. ioso.-N^i mm* afft wrenrr ^ wfm ^ 

3rteJR VI 3K5N arfirf^R.1962 (1962 dd 50)*ftdRT 3<l^ (1) ^ 3Tsftd 
^nfl, ^ 7 iv 5 m, yn^m 6-8-2005 ^ TOiftid *rrcd mm* $ ^rfcTOT aft? 

% *falcRI 3rf&?jOTT cm an. msn 2762 dlSte 02-08-2005 STCT 
arf^eHi ^ 3 mm«! ai^fii d^d-gidWi, fticcn nOTFna, ^jsrtct -4 fePr(3*e 
3 dtacfl ^ TddR d*P ^rfcRR vJc^rhI cfc mRcjfh ^ fin? §1 ^m artel 
With i n folft^d , c^dH gTH fforfr <ft T Pilu Fl <ft fcH? dM ^ R 3lfoER 

m amfa £ am^ arm*? eft ^mu eft eft. 

mR mm aifirejOTi *81 Tfteri hi. 07-09-2005 ^ vsrctt *8\ mew m\ $1 

; 


ajfr? hot wifecmft ^ 13W arfetem <ft «nn 6 ?ft ot-scth (1) ^ an5ta mm* 
^rfWfe^t; 

aftt qfcftd HVtfre ^ \J5tT ftqfe teiR TRHRT HS OTTOH OTI | ft> JH 

aitejOTi ^ v3mm«s ar^jRr 3 foPiRm ^1 "4 H*ten <pt artem* arfifd tern vsmj; 

am:, am, dNfa hhj>r aifaterc ?ft sirt 6 ?ft Hn-dRT (i) tfrciTrcdHtetetm 
wfo\ ^ m *iten m8l | ft> wrcn^r fkufi <fr fonj ?h aifinpRi ^ -otto 
aig^Rr ftftcftd *jpr 3 Hqtfm ^ artem* cm ansN ft*n vmdT % t 

$\* q Nfr g tor Hdd arfirtero ?ft «trt 6 ?ft «i (4) srrer cm wfm 

mil %q fttei % ft? Hnn ^ n m fri cm a r fetm? mm * ^ firfjH ^ 
^ tor sffeOT arte? 4 M)vh 4 <£k*i ^ wft ftccin»fl ^ ^ tr>iot 
^h «nfaa ^ Fi%d #n t 


**¥& 



f^TcH : MrR^TH 

TFJil ; i^<ld 

■nTddTTHn 

H^^niTH-HrrsH. 

^an-^sniSH. 


■tmai 

T^T 

d*fteT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


2313 

P2 

0 

01 

64 


2312 

-• 

0 

01 

18 


2315 


0 

05 

79 


2317 


0 

11 

97 


2316 

• 

0 

20 

91 


2314 

2 

0 

37 

39 


2335 

PI 

0 

36 

18 


2333 

PI 

0 

27 * 

36 


2333 

P2 

0 

00 

01 V 


2334 

_ 

0 

39 

40 


241 

- 

0 

38 

68 


2 

- 

0 

66 

29 


209 2/3 0 01 27 
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{ JrnJt'*') 




208 

1 

0 

36 

80 

214 

- 

0 

25 

83 

215 

. 

0 

11 

31 

230 

- . 

0 

05 

49 

237 

- 

0 

44 

43 

235 

- 

0 

07 

36 

242 

- 

0 

06 

83 

112 

w 

0 

24 

42 

108 

2/1 

0 

29 

88 

109 

1/1/P 

0 

17 

12 

109 

1/2/P 

0 

16 

01 

109 

2 

0 

16 

49 

105 

P 

0 

35 

68 

104 

- 

0 

22 

90 

78 

2/P 

0 

20 

01 

78 

4/p 

0 

49 

81 

111 

- 

0 

00 

16 

106 

2/1 

0 

00 

03 

102 

- 

— w 0 - 

03 

37 


[m^T. 3TR-25D11/7/2006-^.3TR.-I] 


TTH. %. fajyfeKI, 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o. 1050 .— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2762 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the schedule 
Tehsil -Halol, Dist. Panchmqhal, §fate Gujarat, for the purpose of 
laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Gujarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general public on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) pf section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 




[WH—3P*5:3(n)] 


MRS 18, 2006/Wp 27, 1927 
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And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil Halo! 

DietPanch Mahal 

State Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Block NO.' 

Sub-Division NO. 

| Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 1 

6 

Kanjari (Chandrapura) 

2313 

P2 

0 

01 

64 

2312 

- 

0 

01 

18 

2315 


0 

05 

76 

2317 

- 

0 

11 

97 

2316 

- 

0 

20 

91 

2314 

2 

0 

37 

39 

2335 

PI 

0 

36 

18 

2333 

PI 

0 

27 

36 

2333 

P2 

0 

00 

01 

* 2334 

- 

0 

39 

40 

241 


0 

38 

68 

2 

- 

0 

66 

29 

206 

2/3 

0 

01 

27 

208 

1 

0 

36 

80 

. 214 

- 

0 

25 

83 

215 

- 

0 

11 

31 

230 

- 

0 

05 

49 

237 

- 

0 

44 

43 

235 

- 

0 

07 

36 

242 

- 

0 

08 

83 

Muwala 

112 

- 

0 

24 

42 

108 

2/1 

0 

29 

88 

109 

1/1/P 

0 

17 

12 

109 

1/2 IP 

0 

16 

01 

109 

2 

0 

16 

49 

105 

P 

0 

35 

68 

104 

- 

0 

22 

90 

78 

2/P 

0 

20 

01 

78 

4/P 

0 

49 

81 

111 

- 

0 

00 

16 

106 

2/1 

0 

00 

03 

102 

- 

0 

03 

37 


[F. No. R-25011/7/2006-O.R.-I ] 
$ K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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14^,2006 

<st.3tt. iosi.-4Mta *rto* 'togrfcm afR (gft 3 toJr 4* 

3*fiRPR TO TO>N SifijRTTO 1962 (1962 TO 5)>4ft *IRI 3 4ft TOTO1 (1)4* 3T^f 

to$, to?t4* wsm, 6 - 8-2005 ft wiftm toct *r*pr 4> ft^ fa ro afR 
wi^fci<p ft* toot ^ aifir^HT to to. -tout 2759 <n$Rsr 02 - 08-2005 tot to 

4f vJMWfi 3rg^ d$*ftcH-^ftTOI, IvTcTO 4dH6ld, TT^I -gviRld ft ftPlfei 

gfft ft ft ^dciiH to ^feni TOroff 4* 4* ffrm $fe<H aifacr 

to 4R?H ftlftlfcs, ^ITOI TOT m^MTOSH ftlflft 4* TlftTuR 4> IcR d*l4R 4> SlRppR 
TO STufa TOft 4* OTTft 3TRR 4ft k/m^n 4ft eft. 


3?R TOT 3TRRJtHT Tift nfftm TO. 07-09-2005 ft TOTT TOW TOT 4* 

■n^eft ; 

afR tot urfftroft ft tot arfftftro 4ft tot 6 4ft totoi (1 ) ft aiftta 4R4R topr 
ftlfWfeftftt; 

^ TOPR ^ TOT fWfe TO fifTO TO^ ^ WTOd 11 ? TOTO^f TO t ^ 

3iHngiRi ft totot 3rg^J%i ft ftPrf^e gjft -4 TOfm to ari&q^aif^l^TOj; 

3TO:, 3^, 4RfPl TOR TOT 3TfaftTO ft* TOT 6 ft) TO-TOT (1) TOT TOT Tflfodft TO 

uftm to4 tt? ftron to# t fft ww ftmft ft fcR arfsRjroT ft toto 
aryjft ft fafftfog gft ft to 4R ft arfero? to arefo ftnn toto| t 

afR cj^Yzj topr tot arfirfftro 4ft tot 6 4ft toirt (4) tot tot Trfftrft to toRt 
TOri gr? awftft t fft tot gjft ft TOfrn to srfirro 4Mfa tor ft ftfor ftft 
ft tow wfim ftTroi ftlftftror ftifo&s Terror ft wft ftecmftf ft *gror ftro toprr 
4ft w ftftd ft^n t 

__ __ 

s? : *pRRT 

______ f 

THTT TO |5T2T 

5 6 

27 45 

13 48 

07 16 

06 38 

21 32 

25 24 

03 52 

11 00 

00 65 

09 25 

09. 30 


rTTcfSFT : «ftTOT 


^TmTOTOT 


TOTT^ra- 


teT: trro^lH 


TT^RT TT-TSPJS TT- TOTOS1T. 



2 

P2+P3 

1 

PI 

P3 
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_ 1 

M?ar4t^ (^nft) 




2 

1 3 

1 4 

I 5 I 

9 

10 

H2 

0 

27 

69 

05 

- ' 

0 

25 

26 

62 

2 

0 

18 

38 

62 

3 

0 

06 

88 

32 

• 

0 

39 

25 

8 

2 

0 

22 

08 

49 

- 

0 

24 

99 

191 

1 

0 

08 

26 

191 

2 

0 

10 

54 

190 

- 

0 

12 

73 

189 

- 

0 

11 

47 

194 

1+2 

0 

10 

23 

193 

1 

0 

02 

96 

193 

2 

0 

06 

97 

195 

- 

0 

11 

08 

196 

- 

0 

20 

73 

20 

- 

0 

03 

23 

19 

- 

0 

15 

55 

21 

- 

0 

10 

84 

26 

1 

0 

14 

71 

26 

2 

0 

13 

61 

27 

- 

0 

14 

65 

28 


0 

20 

03 

48 

- 

0 

12 

13 

43 

- 

0 

02 

77 

47 

- 

0 

05 

18 

46 

1 

0 

05 

49 

46 

3 

0 

05 

92 

38 

2A+2B 

0 

13 

63 

38 

1A 

0 

00 

71 

60 

- 

0 

08 

09 

59 

1 

0 

19 

77 

84 

- 

0 

13 

63 

86 

- 

0 

10 

35 

85 

- 

0 

23 

64 

197 

- 

0 

07 

46 

187 

- 

0 

04 

94 

188 

PI 

0 

16 

83 

188 

P2 

0 

01 

03 

182 

1 

0 

37 

56 

183 

- 

0 

01 

01 

181 

- 

0 

10 

23 

179 

2 

0 

00 

47 

179 

1 

0 

16 

97 

179 

4 

0 

09 

00 

148 

2P1 

0 

05 

71 


filMcHWI 
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1 

■■ —.J' ---„..J-- 

2 

J 3 

1 4 

5 

l • 


148 


0 

12 

53 


176 

2 

0 

07 

87 


176 

1 

0 

07 

34 


145 

- 

0 

15 

10 


144 

4 

0 

07 

90 


144 

6 

0 

08 

85 


144 

3 

0 

08 

59 


140 

- 

0 

31 

58 


141 

2 

0 

19 

07 


100 

4 

0 

06 

51 


100 

3 

0 

13 

02 


100 

1 

0 

08 

69 


100 

5 

0 

10 

53 


99 

- 

0 

32 

32 


108 

- 

0 

21 

57 


83 

- 

0 

04 

73 


82 

PI 

0 

07 

52 


78 

PI 

0 

03 

33 


81 

- 

0 

12 

41 


79 

- 

0 

19 

13 


80 

1 

0 

00 

25 


61 

- 

0 

38 

06 


62 

- 

0 

18 

54 


57 

1+4 

0 

04 

15 


57 

3 

0 

12 

91 


782 

- 

0 

00 

82 


56 

2 

0 

09 

61 


783 

- 

0 

15 

14 


4 

1 

0 

10 

66 


5 

2 

0 

06 

42 


5 

1 

0 

15 

87 


701 

1 

0 

00 

82 


702 

1 

0 

14 

44 


702 

3 

0 

18 

39 


700 

2 

0 

03 

23 


651 

1 

0 

32 

86 


653 

- 

0 

09 

52 

(Tra^rrr) 

165 

- 

0 

03 

42 


166 

- 

0 

25 

04 


167 

1 

0 

22 

57 


12 

- 

0 

05 

83 


19 

P1+P2 

0 

26 

81 


8 

- 

0 

21 

56 


7 

- 

0 

03 

37 


6 

- 

0 

00 

77 


5 

- 

0 

11 

26 


4 

- 

0 

12 

77 


25 

- 

0 

22 

41 


26 

- 

0 

09 

53 


29 

- 

0 

23 

12 
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i J 

2 ■“ 1 

-y- 

IT 1 

r s i 

6 

) 

187 

- 

0 

26 

98 


190 

- 

0 

20 

15 


188 

- 

0 

12 

49 


205 

- 

0 

08 

45 


206 

- 

0 

09 

04 


223 

- 

0 

12 

76 


224 

- 

0 

14 

56 


236 

P2 

0 

01 

92 


225 

- 

0 

08 

93 


218 

2+5 

0 

00 

94 


226 

- 

0 

33 

27 


207 


0 

07 

65 


191 

5 

0 

05 

92 


191 

2+3 

0 

09 

70 

ynFfhnqr 

15 

- 

0 

29 

85 


14 

- 

0 

32 

63 


13 

- 

0 

18 

85 


12 

1 P2 

0 

10 

13 


11 

- 

0 

31 

50 

[TR TT. 3TR-250l1/7/2006-3^.3m.-I] 


TT*?. %. froi J sm Ttfw* 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s.o. 1051 . Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2759 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user In the land specified in the schedule 
^ Tehsil -Goghamba, Dlst. Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the 

purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from 
Koyali to Ratiam in the State of Gujarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 


And *tiereas, the copies of the said gazete notification were made available 
to the general public on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority h33 under sub-section (1) of section 6 
Of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Goverfim® nt: 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right Of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in th§ land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 


643 G1/2006—14 
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And rurther in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from ail encumbrances. 


•SCHE DU LE 


TehsilGoghamba 

t Dlsf > Ranch Mahal 

State Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Blocx NO. 

Sub-DIv. NO. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Damavav 

' 80 

* 

0 

27 

45 

7 

- 

0 

13 

48 

11 

- 

0 

07 

16 

12 

- 

0 

6 

38 

75 

2 

0 

21 

32 

115 

P2+P3 

0 

25 

24 

67 

1 

0 

03 

52 

117 

PI 

0 

11 

00 

117 

P3 

0 

00 

65 

63 

- 

0 

09 

25 

118 

2 

0 

09 

30 

10 

1+2 

0 

27 

89 

65 

- 

0 

25 

26 

62 

2 

0 

18 

38 

62 

3 

0 

06 

88 

32 

- 

0 

39 

25 

8 

2 

0 

22 

08 

Sherpura 

49 

- 

0 

24 

99 

191 

1 

0 

08 

26 

191 

2 

0 

10 

54 

190 

- 

0 

12 

73 

189 

- 

0 

11 

47 

194 

1+2 

0 

10 

23 

193 

1 

0 

02 

96 

193 

2 

0 

06 

97 

195 

- 

0 

11 

08 

196 

* 

0 

20 

73 

20 

' 

0 

03 

23 

19 

- 

0 

15 

55 

21 

- 

0 

10 

84 

26 

1 

0 

14 

71 

26 

2 

0 

13 

61 

27 

- 

0 

14 

65 


28 

- 

0 

20 . 

03 




[HPr'll—^BTO3(ii)] 

1 


Sherpura (Contd.) 


HR?T^T WT5T : ■*7T*t 18, 2006/WpT 27, 1927 


Simaiiya 


2 


3 

*.. 

5 

6 

48 


- 

0 

12 

13 

43 


- 

0 

02 

77 

47 


- 

0 

05 

18 

46 


1 

0 

05 

49 

46 


3 

0 

05 

92 

38 


2A+2B 

0 

13 . 

63 

38 


1A 

; 0 

00 

71 

60 


- 

0 

08 

09 

59 


1 

0 

19 

77 

84 


- 

0 

13 

63 

86 


- 

0 

10 

35 

85 


- 

0 

23 

64 

197 


- 

0 

07 

46 

187 


- 

0 

04 

94 

188 


PI 

0 

16 

83 

188 


P2 

0 

01 

03 

182 


1 

0 

37 

56 

183 


- 

0 

01 

01 

181 


- 

0 

10 

23 

179 


2 

0 

00 

47 

179 


1 

0 

16 

97 

179 


4 

0 

09 

00 

148 

* 

2P1 

0 

05 

71 

148 


- 

0 

12 

53 

176 


2 

0 

c- 

87 

176 


1 

0 

07 

34 

145 


- 

0 


10 

144 


4 

0 

07 

90 

144 


6 

0 

08 

85 

144 


3 

0 

08 

59 

140 


- 

0- 

31 

58 

141 


2 

0 

19 

07 

100 


4 

0 

06 

51 

100 


3 

0 

13 

02 

100 


1 

0 

08 

69 

100 


5 

0 

10 

53 

99 


- 

0 

32 

32 

108 


- 

0 

21 

57 

83 


. - 

0 

04 

73 

82 


PI 

0 

07 

52 

78 


PI 

0 

03 

33 
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1 

2 

3 

1 4 

5 

6 

Simallya (Contd.) 

81 

- 

0 

12 

41 


79 

- 

0 

19 

13 


80 

1 

0 

00 

25 


61 


0 

38 

06 


62 

e 

0 

18 

54 


57 

1+4 

0 

04 

15 


57 

3 

0 

12 

91 


782 

- 

0 

00 

82 


56 

2 

0 

09 

61 


783 

- 

0 

15 

14 


4 

1 

0 

10 

66 


5 

2 

0 

06 

42 


5 

1 

0 

15 

87 


701 

1 

0 

00 

82 


702 

t 

0 

14 

44 


702 

3 

0 

18 

39 


700 

2 

0 

03 

23 


651 

1 

0 

32 

86 


653 

- 

0 

09 

52 

Khilodi (Rlchvani) 

165 

- 

0 

03 

42 


166 

- 

0 

25 

04 


167 

1 

0 

22 

57 


12 

- 

0 

05 

83 


19 

P1+P2 

0 

26 

81 


8 

- 

0 

21 

56 


7 

* - 

0 

0 ? 

37 


6 

- 

0 

00 

77 


5 

- 

0 

11 

26 


.4 

- 

0 

12 

77 


25 

- 

0 

22 

41 


26 

- 

0 

09 

53 


29 

- 

0 

23 

12 


187 

- 

0 

26 

98 


190 

- 

0 

20 

15 


188 

- 

0 

12 

49 


205 

- 

0 

08 

45 


206 

- 

0 

09 

04 


223 

- 

0 

12 

76 


224 

- 

0 

14 

56 


236 

P2 

0 

01 

92 


225 

- 

0 

08 

93 


218 

2+5 

0 

00 

94 


226 

- 

0 

33 

27 


207 

- 

0 

07 

65 


[qmil-“13^3(ii)] 

qRd^iT <MN* 

W d 18, 2006m?^ 27, 1927 


2333 

1 1 

2 

1 3 

.4.. 

1 s 1. 

6 

Khilodl (Rlchvanl) (Contd.) 

191 

5 

0 

05 

92 


1+A1 

2+3 

0 

09 

70 

Shanlada 

15 

- 

0 

29 

85 


14 

- 

0 

32 

63 


13 

- 

0 

18 

85 


12 

1P2 

0 

10 

13 


11 

- 

0 

31 

50 

[F. No. R-25011/7/2006-O.R.-I ] 

S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


M 14 2006 

rn 3TT. 1052:-j ^fa ^RcfjN ^rfeRR afft «Pld qi$qdh|H (*jfa 3 3q*fPT ^ 
arftrcPTC ^>1 3RN arftftron 1962 (1962 cm 50) ift tTNT 3 ^ vR-STRI (1) ^ af#! 
vifrft, vren ^ wra, ?nft*3 6-8-2005 ^ Tremftnr hr?t <w4»u ^ ^£tftpm aft* 
u i cfj fa c E ^ ^ arRrqrRT cm an. 2760 02-08-2005 3Ri ^n 

arfe^Ri ^ isms aiggftr ftrccn qtRSTcf, ^yiRm 3 ftftftvi 

ijfo * qfacft ^ re cn n w ^rfcnm wn^ff ^ qR<i6H H ftn? aifaer 
W#t?R fclftt^, d'S'ld*! f«RT fttfl^ «<4lvjt-i ^> fcH? eft arftttlX 

■zm amN cpr^ c£ arrera eft *iWn rfl sft 
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TJH %. few, 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o. 1052.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2760 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the schedule 
a** Tehsil -Godhra, Dist. Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the purpose 

of laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Guiarat bv the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

Ana whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general Dublic on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government, vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

TehsilGodhra 

DlstPanch Mahal 

StateGujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Block NO. 

Sub-Div. NO. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 
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- 
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- 
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- 
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0 

10 

93 


253 

- ■ 

0 

06 

73 


254 

- 
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S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s.o. 1053.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India. Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas. S.O. 2761 dated 02-08-2005 under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the schedule 
^ Tehsil -Kalol, Dist. Panchmahal, State Gujarat, for the purpose of 

laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Product from Koyali to 
Ratlam in the State of Gujarat by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

And whereas, the copies of the said gazette notification were made available 
to the general public on 07-09-2005. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is 
satisfied that right of user in the land specified in the schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of the 
section 6 of the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule annexed to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by subjection (4) of section 6 
of the said Act. the Central Government hereby direct that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting the Central Government,vests from the 
date of the publication of this declaration in the Indian oil corporation limited 
free from all encumbrances. 


643 Gl/2006—16 
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SCHEDULE 


TehsilKalof T Dfcst :* Panch Mahal 

State Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Susvay/Block NO. 

Sub-Olvislan NO. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

1 . 2 

h 3 

4 

5 

6 

Madhvas 

263 

pi 

6 

06 

83 

270 

~ 

0 

11 

12 

271 


0 

17 

02 

272 

- 

0 

04 

75 

265 

pi 

0 

09 

67 

264 

pi 

0 

17 

88 

258 

pi 

0 

11 

51 

258 

P2 

0 

10 

98 

259 

- . 

0 

10 

93 

242 

- 

0 

01 

29 

233 

- 

0 

14 

44 

234 

- 

0 

22 

56 

231 

- 

0 

00 

17 

235 

- 

0 

17 

42 

236 

- 

0 

00 

46 

238 

- 

0 

14 

71 

216 

0 

0 

11 

01 

217 

- 

0 

03 

76 

212 


0 

00 

79 

212 

PI 

0 

07 

83 

211 


0 

21 

96 

191 

» 

0 

02 

39 

193 

- 

0 

18 

71 

195 

- 

0 

12 

40 

198 

1 

0 

00 

66 

196 

- 

0 

00 

34 

197 

PI 

0 

26 

36 

170 

- 

0 

07 

24 

166 

- 

0 

15 

03 

100 

PI 

0 

01 

37 

100 

P2 

0 

08 

09 

101 

P2 

0 

07 

02 

101 

P3 

0 

06 

89 

102 

P3 

0 

09 

30 

103 

r\ 

>5 

0 

19 

02 

104 

1 

0 

07 

05 

104 

* X. 

0 

05 

16 

95 


0 

19 

07 

94 


0 

10 

61 

90 

- 

0 

24 

44 



[^prn—TSTO3(ii)3 

1 

' Usdhvas (Contd.) 

Anidara 

Jetpur 


Jamanapur 


MTOT^nTTOt: 18, 2006/Wp 27, 1927__ *347 


2 I 

3 

1 4_J 

5 I 

JL 

111 ' 

■- 


03 

13 

68 

- 

0 

00 

49 

166 

P2 

0 

21 

84 

164 

- 

0 

19 

79 

145 

- 

0 

04 

09 

144 

- 

0 

12 

31 

153 

- 

0 

24 

04 

114 

- 

0 

18 

88 

115 

1+2 

0 

21 

04 

107 

- 

0 

10 

10 

295 

1 

0 

13 

41 

293 

1 

0 

09 

86 

307 

1 

0 

10 

75 

307 

2 

0 

10 

70 

311 

- 

0 

00 

36 

124 

- 

0 

00 

07 

125 

1 

0 

20 

44 

119 ' 

- 

0 

20 

53 

106 

- 

0 

00 

41 

108 

- 

0 

08 

01 

66 

1 

0 

13 

16 

287 

- 

0 

19 

22 

313 

- 

0 

03 

16 

286 

- 

0 

02 

21 

285 

1 

0 

24 

31 

120 

- 

0 

20 

90 

116 

BP1 

0 

00 

17 

129 

- 

0 

30 

00 

121 

- 

0 

36 

75 

294 

1 

0 

28 

75 

308 

- 

0 

48 

54 

148 

- 

0 

37 

71 

147 

1 

0 

21 

69 

109 

- 

0 

38 

57 

146 

- 

0 

26 

74 

143 

- 

0 

12 

03 

310 

■ - 

0 

30 

39 

20 

- 

0 

17 

69 

19 

- 

0 

11 

50 

2 

- 

0 

11 

34 

1 

1 

0 

22 

32 

1 

2 

0 

09 

36 

1 

3 

0 

06 

48 
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Aiwa (Contd.) 


Kandgch 


42 

- 

0 

28 

36 

46 

- 

0 

00 

25 

44 

- 

0 

03 

75 

53 

- 

0 

01 

02 

66 

PI 

0 

08 

45 

68 

P2 

0 

09 

10 

67 

- 

0 

01 

50 

65 

PI 

0 

18 

95 

64 

- 

0 

04 

46 

62 

PI 

0 

08 

06 

63 

. - 

0 

06 

75 

96 

- 

0 

08 

80 

95 

P3 

0 

04 

60 

309 

- 

0 

28 

53 

99 


0 

09 

41 

22 

- 

0 

33 

55 

24 

- 

0 

03 

79 

43 

PI 

0 

25 

73 

97 

PI 

0 

28 

44 

307 

- 

0 

15 

27 

43 

- 

0 

81 

82 

295 

PI 

0 

05 

62 

294 

PI 

0 

09 

00 

294 

P2 

0 

15 

29 

296 

- 

0 

06 

57 

305 

3 

0 

01 

37 

304 

- 

0 

12 

48 

303 

1 

0 

03 

43 

306 

1 

0 

01 

38 

306 

2 

0 

06 

85 

314 

- 

0 

28 

68 

323 

- 

0 

09 

19 

322 

1 

0 

05 

47 

322 

2 

0 

10 

01 

321 

- 

0 

04 

87 

320 

- 

0 

09 

01 

319 

1 

0 

22 

07 

402 

2 

0 

03 

49 

410 

- 

0 

15 

31 

411 

- 

0 

09 

68 

412 

- 

0 

14 

24 

413 

- 

0 

04 

59 

445 

- 

0 

08 

86 


446 


0 


22 


29 







[HPFII-T3P33(ii)] 


Trsm : -RT^ 18, 2006/Wpr 27, 1927 


2349 


- 1 

2 

3 

1 4 

^ 5 

6 

Kandach (Contd.) 

447 

1 

0 

03 

70 


450 

- 

0 

00 

25 


457 

- 

0 

13 

71 

Utrediya 

136 

2 

0 

01 

91 


135 

1 

0 

18 

07 


146 

P2 

0 

16 

41 


134 

1/1 

0 

00 

15 


147 

A 

0 

02 

84 


133 

1/1 

0 

13 

53 


149 

- 

0 

13 

02 


107 

- 

0 

00 

01 


150 

- 

0 

17 

32 


104 

1 

0 

07 

28 


104 

2 

0 

07 

15 


105 

- 

0 

02 

66 


103 

1 

0 

12 

06 


102 

1 

0 

05 

30 


102 

2 

0 

12 

82 


101 

1 

0 

07 

81 


96 

- 

0 

08 

14 

* 

93 

- 

0 

06 

84 


159 

- 

0 

15 

39 


94 

1+8 

0 

07 

74 


94 

1+8P1&1+4P1 

0 

00 

53 


94 

A2/1 

0 

04 

67 


94 

A2/2 

0 

04 

67 


94 

6 

0 

04 

47 


94 

7 

0 

04 

47 


17 

- 

0 

28 

84 


73 

1 

0 

16 

47 


72 

1 

0 

17 

57 


71 

1 

0 

22 

31 


68 

1 

0 

05 

32 


68 

2 

0 

17 

10 


63 

- ■ 

0 

11 

62 


64 

1 

0 

07 

48 


64 

2 

0 

07 

49 


57 

- 

0 

27 

00 


55 

1/1 

0 

06 

22 


48 

1 

0 

34 

27 


49 

- 

0 

09 

95 


47 

1 

0 

05 

11 


46 

1 

0 

00 

19 


45 

1 

0 

12 

62 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Utredjya (Contd.) 45 

2+3 

0 

25 

70 

44 

1+2 

0 

03 

43 

Alali 414 

- 

0 

13 

07 

415 

2 

0 

07 

97 

416 

3 

0 

07 

28 

417 

- 

0 

06 

69 

424 

1 

0 

06 

91 

424 

2 

0 

05 

80 

425 

- 

0 

01 

27 

423 

- 

0 

10 

28 

427 

- 

0 

10 

96 

428 

- 

0 

15 

34 

429 

- 

0 

13 

49 

434 

3 

0 

07 

15 

Vyasda 78 

- 

0 

02 

71 

74 

- 

0 

42 

66 

75 

- 

0 

00 

70 

80 

- 

0 

09 

97 

82 

- 

0 

42 

27 

83 

- 

0 

23, 

53 

111 

- 

0 

31 

11 

110 

- 

0 

00 

39 

114 

- 

0 

18 

19 

115 

- 

0 

11 

58 

1507 

- 

0 

27 

91 

1504 

- 

0 

00 

98 

1503 

- 

0 

09 

32 

1502 

- 

0 

11 

80 

1488 

- 

0 

08 

60 

1487 

- 

0 

08 

97 

'I486 

- 

0 

17 

80 

1484 

- 

0 

11 

07 

1481 

- 

0 

12 

22 

1480 

- 

0 

06 

01 

1456 

- 

0 

06 

86 

1457 

- 

0 

08 

58 

1441 

- 

0 

02 

94 

1440 

- 

0 

04 

43 

1439 

- 

0 

08 

06 

1426 

A 

0 

13 

72 

1427 

- 

0 

15 

43 

1430 

- 

0 

11 

72 

1438 

- 

0 

01 

13 

1413 

- 

0 

43 

25 





1 


Vyasda (Contd.) 


W^TXTSm : 18, 2006/MiJFp 27, 1927 


Adadara 


2 

3 

l i 1 

5 

6 

1412 

- 

0 

08 

86 

1218 

• 

0 

25 

57 

1235 

- 

0 

06 

92 

1236 

- 

0 

05 

52 

1237 

- 

0 

04 

76 

1198 

- 

0 

10 

76 

1199 

- 

0 

03 

40 

1197 

- 

0 

09 

51 

1263 

- 

0 

10 

43 

mr 


0 

07 

25 

1107 

- 

0 

09 

87 

1516 

A 

0 

03 

68 

1186 

- 

0 

05 

74 

1187 

- 

0 

01 

93 

755 

- 

0 

15 

78 

754 

1 

0 

01 

12 

754 

2+4 

0 

00 

33 

756 

1 

0 

05 

23 

756 

2 

0 

05 

62 

785 

1 

0 

09 

28 

785 

2 

0 

25 

30 

786 

1 

0 

15 

88 

803 

1 

■ 0 

06 

92 

803 

2 

0 

15 

26 

802 

4 

0 

20 

65 

800 

1 

0 

00 

36 

835 

1A 

0 

00 

59 

835 

IB 

0 

11 

87 

834 

- 

0 

22 

64 

833 

- 

0 

14 

00 

52 

- 

0 

31 

48 

62 

1/PI 

0 

05 

10 

62 

2/PI 

0 

17 

19 

61 

- 

0 

17 

24 

59 

2 

0 

12 

13 

58 

- 

0 

09 

69 

77 

2 

0 

02 

44 

78 

- 

0 

00 

22 

79 

1 

0 

29 

30 

82 

- 

0 

52 

79 

83 

- 

0 

12 

67 

86 

- 

0 

06 

72 

85 

1 

0 

02 

24 

85 

2 

0 

20 

18 






Kardi 


18,2006/PH ALGUN 27,1927 


[Part II —Sec. 3(h)] 


3 

1 4 

5 

6 

1 

0 

13 

80 

2 

0 

18 

80 

- 

0 

06 

40 

5 

0 

31 

30 

4 

0 

07 

94 

2 

0 

02 

11 

7 

0 

01 

10 

- 

0 

09 

60 

- 

0 

07 

79 

1 

0 

11 

63 

2 

0 

12 

51 

- 

0 

16 

62 

1 

0 

09 

34 

2 

0 

23 

46 

- 

0 

06 

69 

2 

0 

10 

37 

1 

0 

07 

43 

2 

0 

07 

43 

- 

0 

06 

66 

1 

0 

11 

69 

2 

0 

03 

06 

- 

0 

08 

94 

- 

0 

21 

27 

1 

0 

13 

13 

1 

0 

46 

96 

PI 

0 

00 

46 

1 

0 

35 

53 

- 

0 

13 

34 

- 

0 

13 

55 

- 

0 

18 

90 

- 

0 

10 

50 

- 

0 

07 

84 

1P1 

0 

16 

29 

1P2 

0 

11 

96 

- 

0 

25 

54 

1 

0 

01 

30 

2 

0 

16 

62 

3 

0 

08 

06 

- 

0 

10 

89 

* 

0 

16 

79 

- 

0 

17 

06 

1 

0 

09 

24 

- 

0 

23 

29 

1P1 

0 

01 

46 

- 

0 

26 

06 

1 

0 

24 

93 
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T 

Karoli {Contd.j 


254 
321 
321 

255 

255 


_3_ 

1/1 

1 


4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


5 


6 


09 82 

00 93 

16 19 

01 46 

14 14 


[F. No. R-25011/7/2006-0 R.-l ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


14^, 2006 

cRT. 3TT. 1054. m&R $ 3?tZ TiTpToT mfTIcTT$5T (iffi $ 3Uefar £ 

3fflrc?5R cPT 3T^)3TPrf^RRT, 196 2( 19 62 m 5o) fFfcfr ^?WTcT 33fT 

3rfyf^W CJ5FI t)c^t ETRT 3 eft 3q-£fRT (1 ) $ 3TeftcT 5TT& eft 3Rft aTRcT FRctfR cfe 

^StfoRRT 3iffc y r^c T ^ ' tHof T oR T eft 3lf£RJrRTT FRSEfT 35To3TTo 3 581, cfrffer 

5, 31ctrJoie, 20 0 5 £RT , cffocRTTg 7X&Z $ $ fcRSfcERTtyccft FW <H$+r4 c^5 

3?T? 3fRR^ £ cRf5 i^fed<t|<H 3c<Trct <3> £ fcUJ 3fRJcf 

PdPH^ SR} t|TfX1cTTf5T fcTH>T^ 3> V^ftoTcT cfc fcTCJ 33cT 3Tf^R^RTT ^ TTcT^T 31^rD # 
fclPlPfe 3jJ^T # 3MRft3F 3> 3lfc5R £ 3Tufa c£ 3ftT5* 3TT$RT eft uWlI cf?t eft I 


3ifh? 3eJfT 3tRt^RT eft yfcRTf vjRTcTT eft cTT#SF 28.10.2005 eft 3TT5OT cJRT ft eft I 


3?te 3cffT 3Tf£lpRT3T cj§t EFRT 6 ^ 7T £JRT (1 ) ft 31^RU| # 7T$RT yTpjqSTft ft ftft^I 

m&w ftt 3Tqftt t ft t 1 

3?t7 ftft^T IR&R m 3cJrT 1R PfW cJRft ft q?7ncT ■ZJF 3T3TTEIRT Ft SRTT t Pf> 

F7T 3rf£R^ERTT ft ftcRSf 3T^2JrP ft Sjfft ft 3q<ftoT ft 3TfeTcPT7 cJ5T 3TCrfo PfRTT 

oTRTT WT%TJ I 

3TcT: 3RT, *RctfR,3cIfr 3TfqfftiRT cf§t EITCT 6 eft 3q-EFRT (1 ) **RT TOrT ?lPlfRjt cJ5T 

yftfaT cf^ft ^ tTllb|<JfT c57<ft t fft f^r STpR^RTT ft ftoR^T 31^41 ft ftPlPfe 3cfrT 
3jfft ft yi^Mdl^cl ^ fcTU 3TRTRT cPT 3TplcI5R 3l1apT PjRTT vjTTcTT t I 

?TF 3lh: Pf5 c^tHT ^Rc6R ,3cJrT 3lPlfc1i|iH cj§t STRT 6 c|§t 3TT - £JRT (4) ^RT y^ccT 
^51 ^RfRT cJTT^ 7JF Plt?T tcft t fcjj 3cJrT ^ 3q^T ^ 3lftjc6R fFf 3TPr^RTT cfe 

gcbliM g§t cnfter ^ FRcJjR ^ Pr%cT Fpt c^t cTuTRT FT&ft pTctRRTf 7> ^JrT 

FpJR ffeRT STRTcT cbfufe-RT fciPl^ ^ Plftcf F^TIT I 


643 GI/2006—17 
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<TTC?£OT : cTTC^gtl. Hf^TT : TP5^T : c(Dh cr1<H T§ 



n • 

; ^RT «nsnr 

s 




l 



3TR- 

3fTH7 

1 

\ i 

T“ 3 “ ' 

4 

5 

6 

. 3 0 

4 1 


0 

OO 

7 3 


4 3 

331 

0 

0 2 

4 4. 


4 3 

3«r 

0 

0 2 

1 7 


43 

3 cE 

0 

0 1 

8 0 


44 

2 55 

0 

O 3 

3 6 


44 

5 

0 

0 5 

6 0 


67 

1 HT 

0 

O O 

9 2 


64 

i nr 

0 

OO 

8 1 


f^TcTT : 


i 

; 2 

1 

3 

4 

i 5 

1_ 

6 


6 23T 

1 ow 

O 

02 

6 3 


6 03T 

2 

0 

O 2 

1 9 


6 o«r 

2 

0 

OO 

5 O 


[m B. 3TR-250n/29/2004-^.BR.-Il 
PTf. %. fa<i«hKI, 3T5R 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s.o. 1054 .—Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3581 dated the 5 th October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via TLuchirapaili and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk: LALGUDI 

District: TIRUCHIRAPALLI 


State : TAMILNADU 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Area 




Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.30 MARUDUR 

41 

4 

0 

00 

73 


43 

3A 

0 

02 

44 


43 

3B 

0 

02 

17 


43 

3C 

0 

01 

80 


44 

2C 

0 

03 

36 


44 

5 

0 

05 

60 


67 

IB 

0 

00 

92 


64 

IB 

0 

00 

81 

Taluk: TIRUCH1RAPALLI 

District: TIRUCHIRAPALLI 


State: TAMiLNADU 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 J 

6 

NO.60 KUTTAPPAR 

62A 

10B 

0 

02 

63 


60A 

2 

0 

02 

19 


60B 

2 

0 

00 

50 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-O.R.-I ] 
S. K. C^TKARA, Under Secy. 
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ft 14 2006 

T.r. 3TT. 1055.—^73517 ft Sjfftoil mf^cTT?3f ft ft 

3n%a?r7 sst 1962(1962 m 50 ) (fftft fTrft f^rft ysmcr 

•Hi£jf«?ZRT C&ZJ imr %)cft ETTTT 3 eft 3T-?FRT (1 ) ft 3feftcf soft eft 3Rft &TT7cT TOW ft 

^IfeiTai ftte gr^ffe' ft# ftsneirar eft 3T%^prr ztott mroaiTo 3 58 0 , crrfrsi 

S, TiTrTTT 20 0 5 "£RT , ctffter«n§ 7T3ZT ft ft fcRjf^RTflcftt ftcJ57 3Tg#^ cTc5 

3flT 3?T#^7 ft cTT> 3e3lft ft ft fftt? 3fRTcT ftfft^STcT 

fMftte jert mfUcTTpr fferft ft iRte ft fen? scrt 3iftr2jjrar ft ftcr^r 3i^ft ft 

ft 3llftjT ft 3lfqcpR ft 3fftsr ft 3HTft 3TT5ET eft ftftpiT eft eft I 

fth: 3cjvT arftEgtjoTr ftt yferarf uMctt ftt cTTftsr 28 . 10.2005 eft 3ycrs? ar^ eft I 

sfe 3eRT arfyfejTT eft EIRT 6 ftt 3y OTTT ( 1 ) ft 3T3J7nnrr ft 7TST3T gifyehft ft ftfter 
#73517 eft 3TTftt ft ft % 1 

aftr ftft# trcer yn 3yer ftftft zt fftrR 353 ft ft h$3TcT zrt ft ttzh f fft 

■argr rgfGTJtj^TT ft ftw 3F^ft ft fclfftffe J|fft ft 3uftd] ft 3lf£T3TJ e^T 3TofaT fft^TT 
erTTeFTr 31ift? I 

3TcT: 3TcT, ftftftl #73517,33*1 3lf^fel3T ftt EIT7T 6 eft 3T-ETTTT (1 ) £*RT TO# Slfftrft 35T 
yfttOT 3Rct gft ^ ftyuil cJRcft t fft ^7T 3lfft3^TT ft fteT^T 3Fg^ftt ft fftfftffe 33rT 

&jjft ft 3 1 #Md I ^ 5T ffelft ft fcTU 3Mft0f 35T 3TfTOT? 3lfftcT fft#T ^flcff t I 

3ftz fft ftftzr 7T735T7 ,33# SffeiT^Ty# eft EJT7T 6 eft 33 - ETRT ( 4 ) 1?T7T TO# Slfftrft 
c5T yft<u 357ft go zr? % fft 33# Ojfft ft 30^01 33 31^517 3TfeRJeT5TT ft 

ycI5T5TZf eft cUftST ft ftftZT ft ftft eft cfoFIZT Tlftt f^ccioiftl ft 3pfrT 

ftyr: f%eizT 3nftd zffttf^Tzr fMftfe ft f^fteT ftuu I 


3T^2^ 


ell c?JcbT : cgroi «H 

iulcfF 

: 0e<FoIc^2: 

RT^er : crfftcldl^ 


; zft ^frz j 


ft3n7>eT 

UTTcT eTTT c|T3T 

frZZTT efeT? 



erT 





3TTZ 

C-d 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

ft . 2 7 .fcR53TE^ 

3 2 9 

4 

0 

0 0 

6 1 


3 3 9 

43T 

0 

1 2 

O O 


3 3 9 

4ZT 

0 

O 1 

7 2 


3 3 9 

4T 

0 

O 1 

0 0 


3 3 9 

4^ 

0 

0 0 

40 


[TT. a. a^R-25011/29/2004-3ft.3TR.-I] 


TT*r. %. r4i4.!T 3T^r 71^4 
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: -RT^ 18, 2006/RH^pT 27, 1927 


New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o. loss.—jwhereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S O. 3580 dated the 5 th October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared, its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian OH Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk: Kunnam 

District: Perambalur 

| State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.27 TIRUMANDURAI 

329 

4 

0 

00 

61 


339 

4A 

0 

12 

00 


339 

4B 

0 

01 

72 


339 

4C 

0 

01 

00 


339 

4D 

0 

00 

40 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-O.R.-I ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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ft 14 2006 


{Pari II— Sec. 3(a)] 


air. io56.-jftj£tar trcpr ft ftftfcRw 3ft? ft <j> 

3rf^gjR epT 3nfe)3TfeflTOT, . 1 962(l962 cPT 50) (fftft f^fft U?trrd TcfcT 

3rftif^m cp^r ^rjt t)ftt eitft 3 eft ot-ejrt ( 1 ) cfc softer unft tjft aiTTcr & 

3ft7 Ul^ciqj ft?T ftsTToRT eft 3Tf^JRfT RR2TT cJ>To3TTq 3 57 9, cfrfter 

5, 3TcfrJ5R, 20 0 5 &R 1 , ciDicf<m§ 7FHT ft %ocf^ ft ftw 3T^?f| cfcp 

3ft7 3TRr^T ft STcpft cfcp ftftfoRm 3 cMk 1 cfc qftelFcf cfc fcTCJ j l ^of 3ffeTcT wfqfez |RT 
f*rcr WTctt^st fciuift £ y^loid ^ fcnj 'sm aft^r^eRT ft ftcRor 3 T^%ft ft 

fcilcrf^ 3JpT ft 3TOUT ^ 3lf£Jc5R cfc 3fufa ^ 3fqft 3TT?RT eft tj^U|J eft eft I 

3ft7 3cfrT 3lflrgrRT eft yfa<uT uRcff eft cTlftsj 28.10.2005 eft 3UcR£J cj5?T ft eftj 

3ft? FcfrT 3Tf^RRT eft EJRT 6 eft OT tJT7T (l ) ft 3T^fR^T ft ?T$T?T yrf^TcPTft ft ftft^T 

TRepR eft 3Rlft fftft£ ft ft ^ i 

gift? ftft^ M&U m 3cftT fftM W fatTR C52ft ft T7?xTTfT *TF ZRTTHJRT ft 3RIT t ^ 

=RT 3TfU'-JJe[cTI ft ftcRef 3Fc|7jft ft ferf^ftfe 3j|ft ft 3U<ftj| ft 3lfsicpT? cpt 3fufa fft^IT 
afloTT tnfftj I 

3TcT: OT, ftft2T 7RcJ5R,3grT 3lfSrfSRm eft STRT 6 ftt 3XT-€TRT (1 ) SRT y^erT ^Tfftfrdt 
yftar cpjft ^TF ft^TT OReft % fft 3tf^^a«HI ft fteW 3i^x^ft ft fftftffts 3cJrT 

Jjfft ft m^McH^oT fcTBlft ft fen? aufttJI cpr 3TffclcJ5l? 3lfofcT fft^T ojidl ^ i 


^ 3ft? fifr cftfcl ?RePT? ,33tT 3Tf&teRT eft EJRT 6 ftt 3H - «TRT ( 4 ) SRerT flftwaff 
cJ5T yfttaT c£>2.ft gl? ZTF fteft % fft 3cfrT ft Ftlftft cpt 3Tf&Ic5T7 3Tf£RJeRTT ft 

ycPTSTcT eft enft^a - ft ftsfcr ft fe%cT ftft ftt w ^raft fiicchnftt ft 
ftcJR 3TfftcT <^>TmT^ 2RI ft ^ftel F^TT \ 




dlc^cbT : 

ZfTTeT c?5T efffl 

Toicil : < 

TrS stcT? 

fgRZTT efSTC 

Zlcrdl : Cl^lClCIlg 


3TT7 

zift ftte? 

1 

2 

3 

4 . 

5 

6 

ft. 107 cJci^gt»3T 

1 7 1 

1 

0 

0 1 

1 3 


1 72 

4-37 

0 

OO 

40 


1 72 

4-cT 

O 

0 1 

2 5 


1 6 1 

1 

O 

02 

86 


16 0 

5 

O 

02 

2 0 


1 59 

1 

O 

02 

80 


vwpi^ | 


.. H- * I- -I 


,,«•♦■. m*. i^n.o j J 1 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

<*f* 3 o7 c * -v> 

1 59 

2 

0 

00 

99 


278 

1 3 

0 

02 

6 5 


280 

4 

0 

0 1 

55 

4.155 «HiuicW3«H 

88 

63T 

0 

02 

5 1 


88 

6«T 

0 

0 1 

04 


90 

6 

0 

. 02 

30 


238 

4 

0 

00 

70 

4.152 TfegJT 

692 

1 2«T 

0 

00 

40 


692 

1 3 

0 

00 

40 


693 

7cT 

0 

03 

07 

4.214. 

1 4-8 

i «r 

0 

0 1 

47 


1 46 

4 

0 

07 

43 


a rrc gcm : 3fcrT?afr gre ferai : c44tgzar zfjzt : df^ddig 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

! 6 

4.103 tfrfi 

5 

4 

0 

0 1 

1 7 

5 

53T 

0 

00 

4 1 

5 

5«T 

0 

00 

60 

6 

1 

0 

02 

06 

7 

23T 

0 

02 

20 

7 

2«T 

0 

00 

66 

1 0 

23T 

0 

02 

1 2 

1 0 

53T 

0 

02 

3 1 

1 1 

1 

0 

0 1 

42 


• C5k_ _!_Q_ _ ...■■■■_ 


luldl : < 

c6lu1I^L<M 

*1 wy : cn<ticn0ii§ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


1 1 3 

— 

0 

1 1 

02 


[m 5RR-250 ? ,/29/2004-^.3TR.-I] 
TJ^r V 3^ vfcm 
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New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s.o. io 56 .—Whereas, Dy a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3579 dated the 5 th October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And furthe in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Sri Perumbudur District: Kancheepuram State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.107 VALARPUkAM 

171 

1 

0 

01 

13 


172 

4A 

0 

00 

40 


172 

4B 

0 

01 

25 


161 

1 

0 

02 

86 


160 

5 

0 

02 

20 
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1 

.. * i 

3 

4 

5 

J 

N*. v i«>7 

tot 

1 

0 

02 

80 


169 

2 

0 

00 

99 


278 

13 

0 

02 

65 


260 

4 

0 

01 

55 

NO.ISS mambakkaM 

88 

6A 

0 

02 

51 


88 

6B 

0 

01 

04 


00 

6 

0 

02 

30 


233 

4 

0 

00 

70 

N0.152 ECHOOR 

692 

12B 

0 

00 

40 


©92 

13 

0 

00 

40 


693 

7B 

0 

03 

07 

N0.214 EZHICHOOR 

148 

IB 

0 

01 

47 


146 

4 

•0 

07 

43 


Taluk; Uthlramerur 

District; Kancheepuram 


State: Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 | 

3 

4 

5 1 

6 

NO.103 THANDARAI 

5 

4 

0 

01 

17 


5 

5A 

0 

00 

41 


5 

5B 

0 

00 

60 


6 

1 

0 

02 

06 


7 

2A 

0 

02 

20 


7 

2B 

0 

00 

66 


10 

2A 

0 

02 

12 


10 

5A 

0 

02 

31 


11 

1 

0 

01 

42 


Taluk: Madurantakam 

District: Kancheepuram 


State : Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.38 VINAYAGANALLUR 

113 

- 

0 

11 

02 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-O.R.-I ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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14^, 2006 

^t. 3ir. io57.-}?ftft2r 3fcr £ 

3lf^cI5T5[ cPT 3T#<ir)3lfef^T, 1962(1962 <3>T SO) (fuR* F^t ^?tTTcT 3cRT 

3tf2rfeTZOT ePFT OTt t)cl§t «JH? 3 <$ 3H-ejRT (1 ) cfc 3T€fWf oTT# cft STeft &TRcf 3R35T7 efe 
^cfJRT 3?t? gifted HWTT5RT eft 3rf^TOT SRjZJT cPTo3TTo 3578, cTTfter 

5, 3ICRJJR, 20 0 5 'UT7T , crf&eT5ii§ 7E52I £ xfto ^ fcRsferTT^Tc^ FtcJR «H^l| cfcJ5 
3?T7 31RT^ ^ cTc?5 tt^tfct^FT ToHTCf cfc gfeF^T c£ fcTG F^^ 3ffael gftjftSTST 

fcrffr^F SRT WIcTTfST <& tRftwW ^ feTI? 3cfcT srftRj^'dlT ^ 2TcR5| 3T^rft £ 

fclfaffe ajjlf # JtRftdT <& 3 T^cRR 3Tofe cfc 3H^t 3TT5FET c|§t F?TWT eft eft I 

3?fr 3cfrT 3{tu^ , ^'I eft yfcWf ofSTcir ?ft ciT^ST 28.10.2005 35t 3TO3EJ cfRT ft 3Tf eft I 

3?te 3cfrf 3rf£Tf^ra=r eft era 6 ftt 3*r ?m (i) ft 3igsm ft ttw ft ftfts 

TRcpR ftt 3THftt ft ft t I 

3?R ftftter FR^R c5T 33tT feft€ T7 TepSTR c|Rft ft WHIcT *JF TRTT£JRT Ft 3R1T f fft 
F*T 3lf£R^TT ft ftcR^T ft fftf^iffe 9jfft ft TWftoi ft 3Tf£JcPR cPT 3fufa fftmr 

otictt I 

3TcT: 3ToT, ftftT TRcPR,3cJtT STfftfftW ftt EJRT 6 ftt 3TT-ETRT (1 ) ‘gRT ygcfT Slftrlft cj>7 
yftfeT cJRcT gft *TF u)n u II 3Rcft f fft F^ 3lfeR^T5TT ft ftcRSf 3R^jft ft firferfife 3cfrf 
Sjjft ft TTFTcTTF^ ft foTTZ 3M<ftoi cPT 3^m 3TfufcT arTclT f I 

*TF 3ft7 fcp c^t^T FRcPR ,3cfrf 3lflrf^RT3T c^t flRT 6 ^t 3T - 5TRT ( 4 ) '5RT T^crT ?lffeft 
cpr y^Ttor cPTct §U *IF ^?T Sett t 3TrT &jt^T c£ FtJ^JT cpT 3lfef5R F^ eft 

ycbU l cT l g5t cTT^ST ^ cMt2T FRepR IMfecf F^ cj§t SIuTHT ^T&ft ftcri'dl«T ^ ^JfT 

STteicT c^rq^STcT ferf^F Tt FtOTT i 




[Mmil—*sFS3(ti)] 


d l of g rS T : r 


dlTa cf5T crilcH 


1 


of . 2 8 3TfeToJ^ 


cT . 1 



W TR *re: 18, 2006/^pT 27, 1927 




o* ., J 

itjfcTT : 


. - c 
2TcT 

ctsr? 


2 


46 1 

5 6 8«T 

56 6 

2 7 3 1 3T 

26 5 1 ^ 

265 23T1 

265 4 

26 5 

265 i^r 

2 6 5 23T 2 

265 5 

26 5 ' 23T3 


3 


^oTQ5cT 


3ttz cnrf 


6 


cliojcpi * 


of .41 ch)§«lcfl 



BT .87 


233 

23T1 

0 

0 1 

59 

233 

23T2 

0 

1 1 

04 

233 

3 

0 

1 2 

08 

255 

1 3T 

0 

0 1 

1 8 

2 55 

1 

0 

0 1 

42 

255 

2 

0 

0 1 

74 

2 56 

1 3T 

0 

0 1 

06 

2 56 

i er 

0 

00 

4 1 

49 

3 

0 

0 2 

6 4 

49 

4 

0 

0 1 

70 

50 

1 

0 

00 

96 

50 

23T 

0 

0 1 

50 

52 

— 

0 

02 

89 
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1 

i ^ 

3 

pn 

5 

6 

3 6 

2 3T 

0 

0 3 

90 

23 

1 

0 

04 

0 2 

of .90 OTZIcrJjZ: 

266 

1 3f 

0 

0 5 

57 

2 6 6 

1ST 

0 

0 5 

40 

266 

2 3T 

0 

P o 

9 5 

2 6 6 

2W 

0 

04 

76 

2 66 

3 

0 

0 5 

8 0 

2 64- 

1 3T 

0 

0 3 

47 

2 64- 

1 HT 

0 

0 3 

8 5 

116 

- 

0 

08 

64 

236 

1 

0 

1 3 

34 

2 36 

2 

0 

0 1 

9 1 

2 36 

3 

0 

0 0 

5 1 

270 

1 cf 

0 

0 0 

40 

at .92 

1 3 3 

2HT 

0 

1 6 

0 9 

1 37 

1 

0 

0 1 

94 

of . 89 Cf*«HIcriVc^ 

223 

2 

0 

04 

9 0 

2 2 1 

1 

0 

06 

7 5 

st . 1 36 cil§c*>|§ 

2 24 

3 

0 

0 1 

60 

2 24- 

4 

0 

0 3 

2 2 

2 24 

5 

0 

04 

46 

224 

1 0 

0 

1 1 

70 

2 24 

1 3 

0 

02 

8 0 

2 24 

1 4 

0 

0 3 

6 0 

2 24 

1 5 

0 

0 0 

40 

224 

1 6 

0 

0 0 

88 

224 

1 7 

0 

0 1 

98 

224 

1 8 

0 

0 5 

42 

224 

2 1 

0 

02 

57 

2 53 

2 

0 

2 3 

58 

2 53 

8 

0 

0 0 

9 0 

2 5 2 

1 3 

0 

04 

38 

2 54 

3 

0 

07 

2 0 

2 54 

2 

0 

0 1 

1 4 
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1 

_2_L 

3 

4 | 

5 

6 

254- 

6 

0 

06 

66 

2 54 

7 

O 

03 

78 

2 54 

1 O 

0 

OO 

40 

26 1 

1 

0 

02 

00 

2 57 

9 

0 

03 

80 

2 57 

8 

0 

04 

00 

2 57 

7 

0 

00 

40 

2 57 

6 

0 

05 

40 

2 5 7 

3 

0 

04 

00 

2 5 7 

4 

0 

0 1 

80 

2 58 

6 

0 

05 

00 

2 58 

1 

0 

06 

00 

248 

1 5 

0 

0 1 

00 

245 

6 

0 

02 

3 1 

245 

7 

0 

0 1 

00 

1 46 

2 

0 

07 

20 

1 4 6 

3 

0 

08 

20 

1 46 

5 

0 

0 7 

6 3 


1 47 

2 

0 

1 0 

20 


3nr-25011/29/2004-3ft.3TK.-l] 


T^. %. filCTW , mi 

Naw Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s,o. 1057.—Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3578 dated the 5 th October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Centra! Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai viaiHraohkapalli and Sankari in 
the State otTamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Ambathur District: Tiruvallur State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

<»• 

5 

6 

■ 

NO.28 ARIYALUR 

46 

1 

0 

02 

84 


56 

8B 

0 

04 

55 


56 

6 

0 

08 

50 

NO.1 KILKONDAIYUR 

273 

1A 

0 

06 

03 


265 

IK 

0 

04 

48 


265 

2A1 

0 

01 

03 


265 

4 

0 

01 

60 


265 

11 

0 

01 

50 


265 

1J 

0 

01 

50 


265 

2A2 

0 

01 

58 


265 

5 

0 

00 

96 


265 

2A3 

0 

00 

44 


Taluk: Tiruvallur 

District: Tiruvallur 


State : Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


233 

2A1 

0 

01 

59 

233 

2A2 

0 

11 

04 

233 

3 

0 

12 

08 

255 

1A 

0 

01 

18 

255 

IB 

0 

01 

42 


NO.41 KODUVAU 
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No* Ml KjoJ)UVAlT 

N0.87 VEPPAMBATTU 


NO.90 AYATHUR 


N0.92 SEWAPETTAI 

NO.89 PERUMALPATTU 

NO.136THODUKADU 


255 

2 

0 

01 

74 

256 

1A 

0 

01 

06 

256 

IB 

0 

00 

41 

49 

3 

0 

02 

64 

49 

4 

0 

01 

70 

50 

1 

0 

00 

96 

50 

2A 

0 

01 

50 

52 

• 

0 

02 

89 

36 

2A 

0 

03 

90 

23 

1 

0 

04 

02 

266 

1A 

0 

05 

57 

266 

IB 

0 

05 

40 

266 

2A 

0 

00 

95 

266 

2B 

0 

04 

76 

266 

3 

0 

05 

80 

264 

1A 

0 

03 

47 

264 

IB 

0 

03 

85 

116 

- 

0 

08 

64 

236 

1 

0 

13 

34 

236 

2 

0 

01 

91 

236 

3 

0 

00 

51 

270 

IB 

0 

00 

40 

133 

2B 

0 

16 

09 

137 

1 

0 

01 

94 

223 

2 

0 

04 

90 

221 

1 

0 

06 

75 

224 

3 

0 

01 

60 

224 

4 

0 

03 

22 

224 

5 

0 

04 

46 

224 

10 

0 

11 

70 

224 

13 

0 

02 

80 

224 

14 

0 

03 

60 

224 

15 

0 

00 

40 

224 

16 

0 

OC 

88 

224 

17 

0 

01 

98 

224 

18 

0 

06 

42 

224 

21 

0 

02 

57 

253 

2 

0 

23 

58 
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1 

No - 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

253 

8 

0 

00 

90 

252 

13 

0 

04 

38 

254 

3 

0 

07 

20 

254 

2 

0 

01 

14 

254 

6 

0 

06 

66 

254 

7 

0 

03 

78 

254 

10 

0 

00 

40 

261 

1 

0 

02 

00 

257 

9 

0 

03 

80 

257 

8 

0 

04 

00 

257 

7 

0 

00 

40 

257 

6 

0 

05 

40 

257 

3 

0 

04 

00 

257 

4 

0 

01 - 

80 

258 

6 

0 

05 

00 

258 

1 

0 

06 

00 

248 

15 

0 

01 

00 

245 

6 

0 

02 

31 

245 

7 

0 

01 

00 

•i«ie> 

2 

0 

07 

20 

146 

3 

0 

08 

20 

146 

5 

0 

07 

63 

147 

2 

0 

10 

20 


[F. No. R-25011/29/2004-0. R.-l ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


14^, 2006 

^RT. 3TT. 1058.— xlRcE T? ^ m^T6TT^6T (ajf^T ^ ^ 

3TttoR cPT 3Tuf5T)3Tf£rf^Rm, 1 962(l 962 cpT 50) (f^ ^rTTcT 

3Tf£Tfew cb^T ORTT £TRT 3 ^ 3tJ-£IRT (1 ) ^ 3T£to uTT^t <£\ 3Rft STRcT TR^T? c£ 

L^fc^cH gT^cTcfj ^ cHolIoiil cjft 3T^RJ^fT #5ZTT ^To3TTo 3 582, cTrto 

5, 31cft^cR 3 2005 7JRT , dQlcrlclig -dlo^J ^ faof^dUJeT'fl ?tcJR <nc^i4 deb 

3ft7 3TRRJ7 ^ ^yfl cTcJ5 ^tfcRRT ScOTSl cfc trf^ST cfe fcTU 3TRIcT cOTftsTcT 

URT LH^UIdl^d ^ y41 old cfc fcTC 3cRT 3lfej^rjdl ^ TORcT 3T^J^ £ 

fclfaf?^ 3^T # 3u4Wl <£ STfeicbR- cfc 3Tofcf cfe 3TO^ 31T?T^ ef§t U)U U I( ef?T eft I 
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alhr 3^tr 3rf^jrsTt # yfci4f 3ft crrftsr. 28 . 10.2005 3 ft ^ $;e €r arf eft ! 

3^7 33rT 3!f^^RW *ft ETTCT 6 3ft 33 SIRT (1 ) sj> 3T^FRW $ ft 3>^ZT 

mm* "tfft 3rcrsft 4 it % I 

3^7 TOTO gsr 3ZffT tR fcpcTR 2|Rft eft TT$tJTcT ZIB 7&mtTm p JRTf % % 

fST 3rf^^rjoH ^ W5T 3fg^t ft fftfftffe 3jfft ft 33?frjT ft 3lfe*r? ~r 3?v5f5T fftziT 

fliwr tnfac I 

3RT- 3fsr, «£<fta ^rcpr'.isrt 3dftfftzi3T gft strt 6 3ft 33~«yrrcr (i) y^r ei ?i0weiT cbt 
TR ta §ft tfttSmT 3Rcft f 3#^T5TT ft fteW 3T^?# ft ftrfftfe 33rT 

•jfcr ft ^rrfxTwr^r fiterft d ftn? 3yfttoT m sfcm?. softer uitct< b 1 

*is site £jfte mmz , 3 Jjpr srf&fftsm 3 ft siRT 6 ^ 3 y - erra* (4 ) srt TOxt siifttrftt 

33T yzftuT cf>sft §G *IB M t fa 33tT ft 3roft3T ^ 3 : &T^I7 3Tfa^Ej^T ft 

sra>w«H ftt cir?ter ft ft^te 373517 ft fMIcr ftft gft 7-rftt ftewft ft 

ft«57 #tzicr sffarw ftrffcfts ft f <£ct b^it 1 

3T«Pfl3V 


T Teg cfiT : ftc^T foTcTT : 3?g£ TTv^T : cffiTcTSTIg 


jffe SBT oTT3T 

7*ft oNrt 

f&TTTT 5T5R 


gggMBBM 

■WIBiVPVHBi 

ftW 

1 

. 

2 

3 

4 . 5 

6 


40 
40 
50 
00 
80 
48 
0 5 
50 
1 0 
20 
40 
82 
1 2 
22 
50 


^ .47 


sr .4$ci*5? 


83 

1 1 

0 

00 

83 

1 6 

0 

02 

80 

1 cTI 

0 

00 

80 

1 3T 

0 

02 

8 2 

9 <sT 

0 

04 

82 

1 03T 

0 

0 1 

76 

— 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

73T 

0 

00 

7 1 

63T1 

0 

0 2 

7 1 

4cT 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

1 4 

0 

0 1 

7 1 

1 2 

0 

00 

1 36 

1 U^T 

0 

02 

1 36 

13T ^ 

0 

0 1 

1 36 

1 3T cf5 

0 

0 1 


643 G1/2006—19 
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i&Sfr: 

fr^ 


W : . 

. i 

'X- 

1 3 

tt 

s .r 

l - ■ 


1 36 

1 3T fuT 

0 

0 2 

5 0 


! 3 9 

1 3T28 

0 

O O 

4-0 


1 39 

4-3T 

0 

04 

55 


1 3 6 

53T 

0 

O 1 

6 0 


1 36 

5cf5 

0 

O 1 

32 


1 36 

5^ 

0 

O 0 

5 0 


63 1 

2 

0 

04- 

7 5 


6 32 

2 

0 

26 

56 


633 

3 

0 

04- 

5 3 

forger) 

TOTTT : 


1 

.—i 

1 2 

3 

A 

5 

r « 


53 

7«r 

O 

0 1 

30 


53 

73T 

0 

00 

80 


53 

5 

0 

00 

70 


53 

63T 

0 

03 

30 


5 1 

1 3f 

0 

0 1 

3 C 


5 1 

2W 

0 

0 1 

20 

' ■ " .. . 






: lcR5?tS3I5T?f 

FurfcTT : 


1 

2 

3 

A 

5 

6 

of . 1 \ Sjafcxjurffe 

1 9 

1 cf53 

0 

02 

0 0 


1 9 

i -ms 

O 

02 

00 


[m H. 3IK-25011/29/2004-^.3^.-1] 


%. Pqct^Rl. 3T3T 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 

s. o', loss;— Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3582 dated the 5 th October 
2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein 
after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli and Sankari in 
the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 


And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 28.10.2005; 
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And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) ot 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Area 
Are 
5 

N 0.47.SEKKI PATTI 83 11 0 00 40 

83 16 0 02 40 

80 1B1 0 00 50 

80 1A 0 02 00 

82 9B 0 04 80 

82 10A 0 01 48 

76 - 0' 01 05 

71 7 A 0 00 50 

71 6A1 0 02 10 

71 4B 0 01 20 

71 14 0 01 40 

71 12 0 00 82 

N0.46. KAM&UR 136 IN 0 02 12 

136 1AE 0 01 22 

136 1AC 0 01 50 

136 1AG 0 02 50 


Sq.mtr. 

6 


State : TAMILNADU 


Taluk ,'MELUR 


Name of the Village 


District: MADURAI 


Survey No. Sub-Division No. 



Hectare 


139 


1A28 


0 


00 


40 
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TaJuK- Mg LW_ 

; n&WK AI 

i; 



1 

% 

nt“ — 

M 


N«- Ml 1 - KAfW* 

139 

4A 

0 

04 55 


136 

5A 

0 

01 60 


136 

5C 

0 

01 32 


136 

5D 

0 

00 50 

N0.48. KESAMPAfTI 

631 

2 

0 

04 75 


632 

2 

0 

26 

56 

633 

3 

0 

04 

53 


Taluk : MADURAI SOUTH 

District : MADURA! 


State : TAMILNADU - 

1 

1 2 

1 .. 2 . 

Ji ! 

4 

i 

5 

6 

NO,12,SAMBAKUDi 

53 

7B 

0 

01 

30 


53 

7A 

0 

00 

80 


53 

5 

0 

00 

70 


53 

6A 

0 

03 

30 


51 

1A 

0 

01 

30 


51 

2B 

0 

01 

20 







Taluk rTHIRUMANGALAM 

District : MADURAI 

. _i 


State : TAMILNADU 

4 i 

'£ i 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO.II.DHAftMATHUPATTl 

19 

1C3 

0 

02 

• 00 


19 

1C5 

0 

02 

00 


[F. No, R-25011/29/2004-0-.R.-1) 
S. K. CHITKARA,Under Secy. 


M fe#, 16 2006 

3TT. 1059.—- cfcgh r wtcbT? $ stfc isftvi (yfir $ uw<y)n ^ 

cfjj 3rzfa) (1962 WT 50) (fvfti tJWtTTcT vJcFcf dtfdPttW W&I 3?t 

&m 3 v?t uirer?r (1) ^ a# ^ ?cttc? ?r73T7 ^ tfrr wmcm <& 

zi ftijfRi m*m cm m 3147 wrffosf 7 fewwt,2004 wr& £ irmwz diflw 11 fed***, 2004 $ 

ucbiRid c^f ?r4 sff r (ftrd mu mww <£ ttcjot drft® is qp,2005 4 iicbtftid igfsitt wsar m 

377 2140 c TT&W 16 5p, 2005 £7W Vtntfocf f^rUJ W «n) gm \7¥7 ^ wer'f $ 

faftfcfe ijfif $ *pZT-fecvtt Uc*Wc? 3? m&TR $ JpTTTcT TOT # # feovft 

^ tyiciim Vcvrcff £ vfer&i <$ fen? titffcRm omRwFf feifbis 5RT W&r&IFT 

cj? mt^F? cj> fen? efr aifitm? m amfa 3m$ army off vfwm <fif ; 

37 h v^cf TTvOT srfiftjzFTT&f V>f ufrWi vFRTT Oft ct/$« 3FT7I: 1 W&, 2005 13 Ria*dX, 

2005 <f>t KWd&I tf?V/ ^ sff i 
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3 dk wan wfe&rft ft, \j^r ar faPlan a>t am 6 aft amm (1) ft arftfo, ftftfta mmrv aft ot# 

3 ?t 7 ft^hr /Mjf w ^arr ^ # u?97t?, atk aw mmra ft arrft av fa am r 

3 ^ W$Udl$U fft&lft ft fax? 3ftfa~d t f XJVfft avakf ft 3ifd<hN an STafa mvft 957 fefavnv fam 

i; 

am: am, ftftfta wa>K vaa arfftfftmr aftam 6 aft aaam (1) gm nrnm wfaraf an nftn anrft 
gV, w v)v v u g>Vc# f fa wvr arfajwai ft «of*-# yfft ft vupmnwa fftmft ft 

fax? sjqzrM ft arfftanv an arafn fam arm $; 

atk ft^fa vwam xjmr arfftfftmr aft ame aft wmw ( 4 ) gm naff wfamf an nftn arvft §v, 
w foter ftftf i fa vmr nfft ft vmta an arfftanv ?*r ftfow aft mft& ft ftftfkr vrvanv ft 
fftfftr ftft aft aarn?, wvr ftmara ft wnfa an ft anv-31015/7/2003-aft anvil farfa 2 5-11-2 004 
gm armf vmf ft areaftfn wtft faftaftf ft ?pm, fagmm ftftfamr aftnkam fafifaw ft 
fftfftr ftm / 

3f^t 



cfS^ftcT : «Rjg* 

faeTT : wRTgZ 

vxaa 

VfiSRZf T5T 

sf*{. 

ftfe 95T 5TRT 


&5T15gf 

ft. 

33Rrcr ft. 


T&R 


1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

1. 


9 

0 

02 

49 



3 

0 

1 5 

86 



8 

0 

1 5 

77 



5 

0 

02 

58 



7 

0 

42 


[m -R. 3TR-31015/54/2004-II] 


Ti. ST?RBf^f 


New Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

s. o. i o 59. Whereas by ^ notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3147, dated the 7 th December, 2004, issued 
under sub-section(l) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), published in the Gazette of India dated the 11 th December, 2004(which was 
amended vide number S.O. 2140 dated the 16 th June, 2005, published in the Gazette 
of India dated 18 th June, 2005), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to that 

notification for the purpose of laying ^ --—pipeline for transportation of 

petroleum products from Mundra in the State of Gujarat to Delhi through Mundra- 
Delhi Petroleum Product Pipeline by Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 
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And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notifications were made available to the 
public on the 1 st March, 2005 and 13 :h September, 2005 respectively; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section(l) of section 6 of the said 
Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire 
right of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(l) of section 6 of 
the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule, appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying 
the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land 
for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the 
date of the publication of this declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, free from all encumbrances subject to the conditions imposed vide this 
Ministry’s consent letter no. R-31015/7/03-OR-II dated 25-11-2004. 


SCHEDULE 


Tshsil: JAIPUR District: JAIPUR State : RAJASTHAN | 

Sr. 

No. 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

MM 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


1. SITAPURA 


9 

0 

02 

49 

3 

0 

15 

86 

8 

0 

15 

77 

5 

0 

02 

58 

7 

0 

19 

42 


[F. No. R-31015/54/2004-0.R.-H1 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 
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M f3?#, 16 MT^, 2006 

3jt. 3tt. 1060.— 7173*17 ^ frs tf craw a?fe 7?rftisr wrenpr (ajf^r if juafidi 

d «ftWRT wr 3T0 Nt) a ft fi| g |^ , 1962 (l 962 35T 50) ( fuR* ^Tlif f7T^ 37331 33?T 
W 3131 % ) 3& 3T71 3 3§f 3W71 (l) £ 3T8fU oTT# 3§t 3lg JITTcT 7T7?SI7 % 

aJte iter snrrera’ afa^rsn wr ^1. an. 3411 crater 23 ftRiwrc, 

2005, 3& HR?r $ 7151331 dl^T* 24 fcld*37, 2005, # OTlflTcT 3>t 31^ efc gtTI 371 

aiftqjwr if trot 3?5^t if ftfoiftw §jpi # ^T-ftceft ^rteRm 3 ?to 3133511551 £ 

JflOTT if 3J3R17T 715*1 if 5J3gT if ftceft 7R5 ^fci4<H 3c3T3t £ 3^3851 £ %U ft'oJWM 

^fftrcra j&iftfM f£iftr£s siti mftren^sr ftsrt $ orator £ fen? aqeiWi $ arffcnsrc ^r 
arofar d 313^ snarer ?£f tjta»n ?£f ♦ 

a^7 3WT 71513* 3ifti7fta«i i sft yfcrai uracil diil^ 27 smgrz, 2005 ^f 33erai 
<wi 4f sft ; 

site ^fl3T mffyg l ft it, 33fT afgrf^PCT 3& 3171 6 3§f 3 3 3 171 (l) ^ 3Tgfk ^^3 TO 

*f f*M* *t* ; 

#7 7173517 33fT ftqf£ 37 ft3T7 357$ $ 3*33T, ^7 7RTTEJRT ft 511$ 37 

% 33CT •jffr 3If35TT^51 f$Sl$ £ fell? Stifom t, 371$ 333*31 3d 3lftl35I7 35T 3TvjfoT 757$ 351 
ftftfgSRT ft53T % ; 

sm m, fssgto 717337, 33er 3iftftRisH 3$ qm 6 3ff 333171 (1) 3171 3371 7iftf?rat 33 
37fcn W7$ 53 , 3 y ijfw TOft t ft* ^71 3lftEffiSIT 7* 7feR3T 3T^ft if ftftfe 9J^T $ 
m$3« l g*1 f$B1$ £ ftn? 333*31 ^ 3lftl35T7 ®T 3TuNr felT oITcTT f ; 

3?f7 ^3?Sftr 7173517 33CT SlftftlOT 3^ 3171 6 3& 333T71 (4) SRI 33«r *lfrb*fi 351 33^71 

vtil gu, 3 y ftftnr Mife 33?r ajjlr if 333^31 ^i aifti*i 7 ^tt ^m\ ^ 335wsr ^ cniter 
3ft $agter 7173517 if ftlftel f& % 35IH?, f7T'if3!d3 ^ Tf^TlfcT 35T 71. 3TT7 - 31015/7/03 
3^337-11 ftBTO 25/1 1/2004 7071 cRTT^ 3fj Tltff ^ 3TWft^ ; 71# ftceiawfl ^ 3J3cT, 
ft^STaW ^ftl371 3>TMf^7W ft l ft ft g if ftftcT gt^TTI 
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d 6 & H : uWg? 

loTcfr : 

wsrr • 

zTwPJsynsr 

1 



■ ■ 


3T. 

Ulfg c?>T afT3T 

tSRRT 2T. 


U^T7 

|ggf aftcffj 

1 

U 2 

3 

r 4 

5 

1 * ~ 1 

1. 

%2TxHcT|pr 

1 40 

0 

21 

33 



172 

0 

01 

1 2 



141 

0 

1 7 

28 



1 71 

0 

27 

79 



170 

0 

1 6 

22 



1 69 

0 

12 

29 

2. 


33 

0 

00 

1 9 



12 

0 

01 

26 



49 

0 

04 

78 



50 

0 

00 

51 



54 

0 

02 

52 

3. 


31 

0 

00 

63 



33 

0 

01 

51 



22 

0 

03 

41 



20 

0 

01 

83 



1 2 

0 

06 

26 



1 1 

0 

01 

00 



13/413 

c 

07 

82 

4. 

ifrdrgTT 

9 

0 

00 

50 



8 

0 

02 

14 

5. 


5 

0 

01 

05 



4 

0 

00 
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0 

00 

26 

6. 


17 

0 

00 
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0 

00 
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1 0 

0 

01 

30 
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30 

0 
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28 
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02 
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33 

0 

38 
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34 

0 

07 
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0 

00 

26 
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0 

34 

93 

8. 
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65 
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0 

29 

76 

9. 


54 

0 

02 
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55 

0 

00 

78 
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0 

20 

09 



62 

0 
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40 
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0 

00 
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24 
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0 
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14 
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01 
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01 
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02 

86 
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08 

16 
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0 

02 

90 
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0 

03 

42 
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0 

01 

47 


1 87 

Q 
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68 


1 85 





18 5/1 
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06 

27 
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0 

OC 
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85 

0 

02 

05 


84 

0 

00 

20 
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0 
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85 
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0 

19 

65 


68 

0 

26 

37 


63 

0 

37 

78 


62 
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04 

68 
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61 

0 
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0 
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New Delhi, the 16th Ma:ch, 2000 




S.O. iQ6G. 

— Whereas by a notification cf the Gr. 

fV0f of 

India in the iVr 

of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3411 dated \r 

m 23™ Septe 

mben 2C 

105, is: 


under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Min-r^is Pipelines (Acquisition o f 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) thereinafter- r^Bmed io as the said Act), 
published in the Gazette of India dated the 24 th Septenua;. PODc, the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in i;,s ;,pcdfieci in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of isying pipe He 3 for transportation of 
petroleum products from Mundra in the State of Gujarat tc DT.G through Muntirs-Delhi 
Petroleum Product Pipeline by Hindustan Petroleum Cc^oraiO’i* LYnited; 

And where,as copies of the said Gazette notincstfon worn made available to 
public on the 27 th October. 2005, 


♦ 


♦ 




[nrn u)\ 'niiaijapT* ; iy, acc-A*;!^ ->y r 192; 2379 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, submitted report to'the Central Government; 

And whereas the Centra! Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land Is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of 
user therein’ 

Now, therefore, in exercise cf the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule, appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for 
laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
publication of declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances, subject to the conditions imposed vide this Ministry's consent letter no. R- 
31016/7/03 OR-H dated 25-11-2004. 

SCHEDULE 


jTehiil ; JAIPUR 

District r JAIPUR 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

j on 

i 

1 1 j 

i Area 1 

LNo 

| Name of the Village 

j Khassra Mo. 

j Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

r r 

j f 

1 2 

1 3 

L 4 J 

5 

6 • 

i . 

“ HJMMATPURA 

140 

0 

21 

33 
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0 

01 

12 



141 

0 

17 

28 
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0 

27 

79 
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0 

16 

22 
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0 

12 
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2. 
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33 

0 

00 
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0 

01 
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49 

0 

04 
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0 0 

0 

00 
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54 

0 

02 
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00 
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01 

51 


s 
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0 

01 
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6. 
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00 
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0 

01 
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7. NARtKAWAS 


8. SARNACHOD 

9. BHUDARPURA 


10 LALCHANDPURA 

11. BAVAD1 
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01 
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02 
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90 
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01 
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06 
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WT3 : WZ 18, 2006/ , W?*p 27, 1927 


[qpTn—Ta*s 3(ii)3 


12. SINWAR (Contd...) 

13. CHAKBASADI 

14. MANSHA RAMPURA 


15. MANCHAWA 


16. SABRAMPURA 
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05 
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0 
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00 
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01 
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Now Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

s. o. i 06 L.Wb£*rea$ by a notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 

of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.G.3152 dated 10 th December, 2004, issued under 
sufc-seci?on (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User sr Land) Act, 1982 (50 of 1962). (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in 

the Gazette of India dated the 11 tn December, 2004, —---the Centra! Government 

declared its intention to acquire the right of user In the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to ihfct notification for the purpose of laying pipeline through Mundra-Delhi 
Petroleum Product Pipeline for transportation of petroleum products from Mundra in the 
State of Gujarat to Delhi by Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the 
public on the 25 th January, 2005; 

And whereas the competentlythority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Ac" submitted report to the'Centra! Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
.satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire right of 

user therein; 

Now, therefore; in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the Sthd Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification^ is hereby acquired for laying the 

pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for 
laying tne pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
publication of the declaration, in Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances, subject to the conditions imposed vide this Ministry’s consent letter no. R- 
31015/7/03 OR-H dated 25-11-2004. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsif :JHAJJAR 

District: JHAJJAR 

State : 

HARYANA 

Marne of Viliaae 

' 

Hadbast 
” No. 

Mustil 

No. 

Khasara / 
Killa No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

BAMANOLA 

270 

74 

345 

00 

01 

03 




20 

00 

07 

46 




21 

00 

02 

88 
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20 Wit, 2006 

BUT. 3TT. 1062,—37fafW7,1947 
(1947 '47f 14) 3f?t mn 17% srtWT 3', M75FTC 
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^TO^nfr' % Anr, 373^*1 A' fhf£«e 37 hnfn*F fa=rm A 
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(wA 'fPsoi24/2000) At y<*;jf>Jd ^R?ftt, At %AAr mw 

At 20-2-2006 At W?f ]T3TT *TT ! 

[Ao TT^-11012/119/99-371? 37T7 (77T-1)] 
TR7.RO. ROH, 3707 Rfoo 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, (he 20th February. 2006 

S.O. 1062.— In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award 
(Ref. No. 24/2000) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribuna 1/Labour Court. New Delhi -11 now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Sahara Airlines Ltd and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 20-2-06. 

[No. L-11012/119/99-lR(C-l)j 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-11, NEW DELHI 

R.N. RA1. Presiding Officer 

1. D. No. 24/2000 

In the matter of: — 

Captain R. Khosla. 

R/OA-160. 

Jalwayu Vihar, 

Sector-21. 

Noida (UP)-201301 

VERSUS 

M/s. Sahara Airlines Limited. 

7th Floor. Amba Deep Building. 

14. Kasturba Gandhi Marg. 

New Delhi-110001. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-11012/ 
119/99-IR(C-l) Central Government Dt. 
27-1-2000 has referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as under:— 

"Whether the action of the Chief Controller. Sahara 
Airlines Ltd., 7th Floor. Amba Deep Building, 
14. Kasturba Gandhi Marg. Connaught Place. 


New Delhi -110001 in terminating the serv ices of 
Capt. R. Khosla. Ex Pilot, Resident of A-160. Jalwayu 
Vihar. Sector : 21. Noida (UP) - 201301 w.c.f. 
16-07-1998 isjustificd. valid and legal? If not to w hat 
relief and benefit he is entitled.' , 

The workman applicant lias filed claim statement. In 
his claim statement he has stated that he was appointed 
as a Pilot by the Sahara Airlines Limited with effect front 
01-11-1994, As an Ex. Air Force Officer. lie was having 
nearly 2700 hrs. flying and Master Green Category and 
also holding Civil Flying Licence (or ALTP). Due to bis 
hard work and accident free flying he was given 
commendation letter besides higher salary and perks 
vide letter number SIAL/HQ/PERS/95/10.34 dated 
13th November, 1995. After more than three and ha If years 
continous service Capt. R. Khosla received letter 
No. SI AL/HQ/PERS/98/468 dated 16-07-1998 terminating 
his services with immediate effect 

Capt. R. Khosla raised an industrial dispute under 
Section 2 A of the ID Act. but the opposite party adopted 
intransigent attitude before the ALC(C). It was urged that 
Capt. R. Khosla was not a workman and the employer- 
employee relationship having ceased to exist, hence there 
was no dispute to be settled, in these circumstances the 
conciliation proceedings resulted in failure and the Central 
Government has made this reference under Section 10( 1 )(d) 
and 10 (2A) of the ID Act with the following terms of 
reference: 

"Whether the action of the Chief Controller. Sahara 
Airlines Ltd., 7th Floor. Amba Deep Building. 
14, Kasturba Gandhi Marg. Connaught Place. New 
Delhi - 110001 in terminating the scrv ices of Capt. 
R. Khosla. Ex-Pilot. Resident of A-160. Jaiwaui Vihar. 
Sector 21. Noida (UP) -201.301 w.c.f. 16-07-1998 is 
justified, valid and legal? If not to what relief and 
benefit he is entitled.” 

There arc two categories of Pilots working with the 
opposite party viz. those like Capt R. Khosla w ith an Air 
Force background and others like Capt. GPS Grcwal w ho 
were Civ ilian Pilots throughout their career. Since Capt. 
R. Khosla was excellent in his professional skills, as 
determined by impartial foreign experts like Capt. 
R. Landowsky. he became the victim of petty jealousy by 
the group of Civilian Pilots. Deliberate^ Capt. R. Khosla 
was not considered for the position of Commander and it 
was perhaps decided to bring him dou n a peg or two to 
teach him a lesson. This kind of negative feeling between 
the two groups v n he easily seen from the complaints 
letter dated 10-03-1998 to the opposite patty 

Capt. R. Khosla was serv ed with a Memorandum of 
charges on 05-06-1998 and also placed unde: suspension 
with immediate effect. The charges were completely vague 
and lacking in particulars regarding date, time and place 
exact language used and against whom and who had 
reported the matter to the authorities. As such * ’apt. 
R. Khosla asked for necessary particulars vide his lettui 
dated 06-06-1998. After a lapse of about two weeks, he 
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received letter dated 20-06-1998 which may be described 
as second memorandum of charges. It was stated that the 
opposite party had conducted a preliminary inquiry and 
increased the ambit of his alleged misconduct to 4 separate 
charges of using derogatory and abusive language against 
the Company itself along with his seniors. But the copy of 
the preliminary report was not given to Capt. R. Khosla, 
even though the nature of charges has been considerably 
enlarged from the memorandum dated 05-06-1998. 

Capt. R. Khosla submitted his explanation to the 
second show cause notice vide letter dated 25-06-1998. 

Subsequently an Inquriy Committee was formed to 
inquire into the charges of misconduct by the complainant 
on 02-07-1998 but Capt. R. Khosla was formally ordered 
by Capt Grewal on 01 -07-1998 itself to be present at 1100 
hours on 06-07-1998 for the said inquiry. 

Capt. GPS Grewal, GM Operations (N) who issued 
both the letter dated 05-06-1998 and 20-06-1998 and also 
placed Capt. R. Khosla under suspension was a member 
of the Inquiry Committee. Capt. R. Khosla was naturally 
apprehensive about the biased attitude of Capt. Grewal 
and specifically objected to his being a member of the 
Inquiry Committee, but the objection was brushed aside 
and the said officer has signed the findings and 
conclusions of the Inquiry Committee, causing grave 
prejudice to the w orkman 

The memorandum of charges before the Inquiry 
Committee consisted of two charges for using 
unparliamentary} language against Capt. SPS Sandhu. and 
one charge of using abusive language against senior 
management These charges are also vague, nebulous, 
non-specific, lacking in particulars about the precise 
language used, dates and places of occurrence and names 
of the senior management and also not enumerated as a 
misconduct in the Standing Orders of the Company (Glaxo 
Laboratories Case. (1983) Lab. IC 1909 (SC). As such they 
do not afford a reasonable opportunity to Capt. R. Khosla 
to offer his defence of the charges alleged against him. 

Surprisingly during the proceedings of the Inquiry 
Committee which met only on 06-07-1998 the case for the 
management was presented by Shri A.K. Trehan. 
Advocate, whereas Capt. Khosla was forced to defend 
himself personally and he was not allowed representation 
by legal counsel, or any qualified officer. 

The Inquiry Committee only recorded the statement 
of one w itness. Shri Sanjay Kumar and all the remaining 
witnesses did not record statements personally, but only 
their lctters/complaints submitted earlier were taken on 
record and they did not affirm before the inquiry 1 the 
statements made by them earlier in those letters/ 
complaints. 

There were no proceedings of the Inquiry Commi ttee 
after 06-07-1998 in the presence of Capt. R. Khosla. The 
subsequent portions of the proceedings have been 
fabricated later, including the findings and conclusions of 


the Inquriy Committee Capt. Nilesh Guha and Capt. Atul 
Mehata have made patently false statements that they 
made themselves available to Capt. Khosla in connection 
with the Departmental Inquiry held on 10-07-1998. Under 
normal circumstances their presence would be recorded 
by the Inquiry Committee in the proceedings and also 
there would be an endorsement that Capt. Khosla had 
declined to examine the witnesses and get it authenticated 
by Capt. Khosla himself. In fact both these witnesses as 
well as'Shri Jaskirat were never made available for cross 
examination by Capt. Khosla. 

There is obvious contradiction between paras 6 and 
7 of the Inquiry proceedings, when the Inquiry Committee 
states that the complainant specifically asked for these 
witnesses to be cross examined and immediately thereafter 
confirms that the complainant did not ask for the 
appearance of any witness. 

Capt. Khosla was not given any opportunity to make 
a statement or to examine witnesses in his defence. 
Prosecution witnesses except Shri Sanjay Kumar did not 
affirm their statements personally and three of these 
witneses Capt. Nilesh Guha, Capt. Atul Mehata and 
Mr. Jaskirat were not made available for cross examination 
by Capt. Khosla. The proceedings have been completed 
with undue haste, behind the back of the complainant and 
with the preconceived idea of toeing the line of 
management to find Capt. Khosla guilty of the charges 
alleged against him. 

Capt. Khosla was alleged to have committed grave 
acts of misconduct. Hence the inquiry committee should 
have conducted itself impartially. But they have acted in 
violation of natural justice and even expressed their 
opinion that the charges have not been disproved by 
Capt. Khosla ignoring the basic norm that he is presumed 
to be innocent and the burden of proving the charges 
rests entirely w ith the management. 

The Inquiry Committee proceedings were not given 
to the complainant for showing cause against the findings 
and conclusions of the Inquiry and the evidence on which 
it was based. The proceedings have been produced for 
the first time during the conciliation proceedings. It is 
seen that the findings are completely perverse.and based 
on no evidence or insufficient evidence. The charges 
contained in the memorandum of charges are lacking in 
particulars, witnesses have not been examined directly by 
the Committee, witnesses were not made available for being 
cross examined. Capt. Khosla was not properly represented 
and he was not asked to make a statement or produce 
defence witnesses. Also Capt. GPS Grewal. GM Operations 
(N) was made a member of the Inquiry' Committee even 
though he was extremely biased and personally 
responsible for issuing the letter dated 05-06-1998 and 
20-06-1998 containing memorandum of charges and also 
placing Capt. Khosla under suspension even before 
conducting the preliminary inquiry. This has caused grave 
prejudice to the complainant more so because Capt. GPS 
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Grevval was incharge of the operations division and not 
competent under the Rules and Regulations of the 
Company to issue memorandum of charges of place Capt. 
Khosla under suspension vide letter dated 05-06-1998. 
Incidental) the power to suspend cannot be presumed it 
must be an express term in the contract of serv ice or 
authorized by the Standing Orders. By Making Capt. Grevval 
as member, the Inquire was reduced to a mockery and idle 
ceremony because of the biased attitude of the officer, 
w hich is obvious from the non-application of mind before 
issuing letter dated 05-06-1998. 

The proceeding of the Enquiry were conduced in 
the presence of Capt. Khosla only on.6-7-98 and since 
there were no further sittings he was under the bonajide 
impression that the Enquiry had been aborted. The 
witnesses sought by him were not produced for cross- 
examination. he w as not asked to make a statement if he 
wished to do so. nor was he allowed to produce defence 
witnesses. Patently false statements have been obtained 
from Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta that their presence w as 
not desired by Capt. Khosla during the Enquiry 
proceedings wliich were “held on 10 July 98" Capt. Khosla 
was also never given a copy of the proceedings: or asked 
to give his version or explanation of the Findings and 
Conclusions of the Enquiry Committee. 

Surprisingly, after receiving the report of the Enquiry 1 
Committee, the Opposite Party did not proceed to the 
logical conclusion by issuing second show cause notice 
against the proposed punishment. But lus sendees were 
terminated vide letter No. SIAL/HQ/PERS/98/468 dated 
16-07-1998. 

The termination of sendees is not a discharge 
simpliciter. but awarded as a cloak for awarding the 
punishment of dismissal which could not have been 
awarded for the ext re fly trivial charges of using un¬ 
parliamentary language against Capt. Sandhu twice, and 
absive language against so-called senior management. The 
opposite party has also admitted during the conciliation 
proceedings the charge-sheet was issued and was proved 
by the subsequent DE and the disciplinary authority 
thereafter on that report took the required action. 

It will be appreciated that there are two distinct 
powers with the opposite party to terminate the services 
of an employee or to impose punishment for misconduct. 
One is the power to sever the employer-employee 
relationship simpliciter and in the second case to impose 
punishment on the em aye after holding Disciplinaiy 
Inquiry into the charges of misconduct. In the present 
case, the alleged misconduct of Capt. Khosla constitutes 
the foundation for terminating his service and is obviously 
punitive in character, especially in a restrictive professional 
environment of a pilot in a Commercial Airline. Therefore, 
the requirement of a complete, legal and effective inquiry' 
is mandatory ev en though ihe termination may have been 
effected under the relevant standing orders, h is submitted 
that the termination of service of Capt Khosla is a colorable 
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exercise of the power vested in the management and this 
Honble Tribunal has got ample jurisdiction to go into all 
the circumstances leading to the termination of service, 
and determine whether in substance and reality the 
termination order has been passed on .recount of the 
alleged misconduct. 

In accordance with Section 2(oo) of the ID Act 
retrenchment means the termination by the employer of 
the service of a workman for any reason whatsoev er. The 
case of Capt. Khosla does not fall under the exclusionary 
clauses (a) to (c) of Section 2(oo), hence it is obviously 
falling under the definition of retrenchment and covered 
by the contract of service according to which one month’s 
notice was mandatory', or one month’s pay in lieu of 
notice was to be paid or tendered to Capt. Khosla. It is 
alsc covered under Section 25F of the ID Act according to 
which one month’s pay in lieu of notice or notice giving 
reasons was to be given statutorily, along with 
compensation which is computed as equivalent to 15 
days average pay for ev ery completed year of continuous 
service. What has happened in the present case is a 
complete travesty of justice. Firstly there is a fracc of an 
inquiry, without physically and directly recording the 
statements of witnesses not allowing Capt Khosla to be 
represented properly to make a statement or produce 
witnesses in lus defence, arriving at the findings on the 
basis of opinion that Capt. Khosla failed to disprove the 
charges the charges and wholly insuff icient evidence or 
even no evidence in respect of charges which arc 
completely vague and lacking in particulars. 

But the irony is that there is no punishment awarded 
to Capt Khosla. Still the suspension was not revoked 
Conveniently he w as ought to be inflicted with termination 
of service. From the stage of the first memorandum of 
charge dated 05-06-1998. the actions of the opposite party 
have been completely lacking in bona /ides bereft of 
objectivity and in violation of natural justice, besides 
statutory safeguards under Section 25F of the ID Act with 
the single motivation to inflict maximum damage and 
harassment to the complainant. As the charges by 
themselves were quite trivial in nature and it would be 
illogical and reprehensible to award the punishment of 
dismissal which would be gravely disproportionate to the 
grav ity of the offences charged, more so due to the 
previous good conduct and clean record of the 
complainant. So it was decided to achieve the same object 
by issuing the letter dated 16-07-1998. It is pointed out 
that the Hon’ble Supreme Court set aside the order of 
dismissal on charges of abusing some other w orker and 
an officer of the employer on the ground that punishment 
was shockingly disproportionate and no reasonable 
employer would ever impose in like circumstances the 
punishment of dismissal and victimization or unfair labour 
practice could well be inferred from the conduct of the 
employer. (Ved Prakash Gupta v/s. Deltron Cables Ltd. 
1984 Lab. IC658 (SC). 

Unfortunately the said letter w hich was dispatched 
by registered post to the residence of the officer was not 
accompanied by payment of one month salary' in lieu of 
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legal notice or the compensation which is necessary under 
Section 25F (a) and (b) of the ID Act. in fact the opposite 
party actually admitted during the conciliation proceedings 
that the cheque for one month salary in lieu of the legal 
notice was kept in the personnel department ef the 
company but this does not constitute actual payment or 
even tender of payment since mere readiness to pay on 
the part of the employer is not sufficient compliance and 
there must be either offer or tender or actual payment to 
the workman concerned. 

Since the letter dated 16-07-1998 is not complying 
with the mandatory provisions of Section 25F ID Act it is 
patently illegal, void ab initio and inoperative and the 
complainant Capt. R. Khosla should be deemed to be in 
continuous service of the opposite party with entitlement 
for back wages and other consequential benefits Also 
the letter dated 05-06-1998 has to be quashed because 
Capt. GPS Grewal who was incharge of the operations 
department was not competent to issue the same and 
suspend the complainant from duty and also the 
disciplinary proceedings for alleged misconduct have not 
resulted in any punishment to the officer. 

In view of the submissions made hereinabove Capt. 
Khosla is entitled to be reinstated in service with full back 
wages with effect from 16-07-1998, It is pointed out that 
Capt. Khosla has remained continuously unemployed 
since his services were terminated by the opposite party 
and he has not taken up employment with any other 
private or public agency or department. It is also pertinent 
that since Capt. Khosla has not flown Boeing Aircraft for 
nearly 20 months, his flying licence will need to be updated 
and endorsed as suitable for flying Boeing Aircraft at the 
cost of the opposite party. In this connection the principles 
laid down in the following cases will apply squarely to the 
facts of the present reference : 

1. State of Bombay v/s. Hospital Mazdoor Sabha 
(1960) ILLJ 251 (SC) 

2. State Bank of India v/s. N. Sundaramoney 

3. Mohanlal v/s. Bharat Electronics Ltd. (1981) 

4. The Punjab Land Reclamation Corporation Ltd. 
v/s. the Presiding Officer, Labour Court and Ors. 

It is respectfully submitted that the workman is also 
entitled to the following dues which have been wrongfully 
withheld by the opposite party in respect the period of 
employment prior to his termination from service and the 
last payment received was Rs. 41,857/- towards pay for 
the month of June, 1998 against Rs. 1,01,217/-for the month 
of May, 1998, consequent to his being placed under 
suspension with effect from 05-06-1998 vide letter of the 
same date: 

(a) For salary for the month of 
June, 1998 (due to short 
payment of Rs. 41,857) only 
against salary for the month 
of May, 1998 which was 
actually Rs. 1,01, 217 —52,241.03 


(b) Salary from 01 -07-1998 to 
16-07-1998 (at the same 
rate as last pay drawn for 

May. 1998e.g. Rs. 1.01.217. —1,69.280.00 

(c) Incentive Pay for the period 
01 -04-1998 (at the same rate 
as incentive pay for the 
period 01-01-1998 to 

31-03-1998) —85.325.00 

(d) Incentive pay for the period 
01-07-1998 to 15-08-1998 
(including period of mandatory’ 

notice). —38,325.00 

(e) Encashment of Earned Leave 
from 01-11-1994 to 16-07-1998 
(20 days leave for each year 
of service. Last basic salary 

drawnRs. 15,552 per month. —55.080.77 

(f) Provident Fund from 01-11-1994 
to 16-07-1998 with Employer’s 
contribution (at the rate of 

Rs. 12,000/-per annum 
plus interest). 

Total = 4.59.348.80 

It is submitted that the workman Capt. Khosla will 
be entitled to the relief of reinstatement in serv ice with 
back wages and direction for updati ng of his flying category 
of the cost of the opposite party as well as payment of 
various amounts mentioned in Para 24 above in respect of 
the period immediately prior to his illegal and void 
termination from service with effect from 16-07-1998. 

The respondents have filed written statement. In 
the written statement it has been stated that the applicant 
is guilty of Suppressio-veri and falsio suggestion.He has 
not come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with true and correct 
facts and has forged and hammered the true facts just to 
make out a false and frivolous case. The applicant is guilty 
of mis-representations and concealment of material facts. 
The claim/applications calls dismissal on this score only. 

That the application contains allegations which are 
bogus, wholly vexatious even to the knowledge of 
applicant and infact frivolous litigation is sought to be 
initiated by misusing under the garb of ingenious draft ing 
of application and creating mischief of litigation by 
misusing the proves of the Court merely for the purposes 
of harassing the respondent by Sham and shady actions. 
The frivolous and vexatious plaint calls dismissal on this 
very ground only. 

That the application is false even to the know ledge 
of the applicant. The applicant has made false allegations, 
which are false to his ow n know ledge, and the application 
has been filed with malafide intention to harass and 
pressurize the answering respondent. 
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That the application is not maintainable, as the 
applicant Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands and has 
suppressed true facts and to mis-lead this Hon’ble Tribunal 
by concocting the fabricating story. 

That the applicant prior to filing a present application 
had been indulging inpressure tactics with sham and 
bogus allegations and when the respondent did not 
succumb to the pressure tactics applicant has filed the 
present application on false and frivolous grounds. All 
the alleged conflict are created in air by the applicant and 
now by filing the present case he is guilty of Commodum 
ex injuria sua memo habere debet and cannot be permitted 
the same. The application for dismissal on this very 
score. 

That the Hon’ble Tribunal does not have jurisdiction 
to try and adjudicate upon the present matter. The applicant 
has submitted that he comes under the ambit of 
’Workman” as defined under 2(s) of the Industrial Dispute 
Act of 1947. It is respectfully submitted-that the 
Complainant does not fall under the ambit of workman as 
he does not qualify- the criteria laid down under section 
2(s) (reproduced below) of the Industrial Dispute Act 1947. 

“Workman” means any person (including and 
appreciation employed in any Industry to do any manual, 
unskilled, skilled, technical, operational, clerical or 
supervisory work for hire or reward whether the terms of 
employment be expressed or employed and for the purpose 
of any proceeding under this Act in relation to an Industrial 
Dispute included any such person who has been 
dismissed or discharged or retrenched in connection with, 
or has a consequence of, that dispute, but does not include 
any such person. 

(1) Who is subject to the Air Force Act-1950 (45 of 
1950), or the Army Act 1950 (46 of 1950). or the 
Navy Act, 1957 (62 of 1957); or 

(2) Who is employed in the policy services or as 
an officer or other employ of a prison, or 

(3) Who is employed mainly in a managerial or 
administrative capacity or 

(4) Who being employed in a supervisory capacity, 
draws wages exceeding Rs. 1600 per mensam or 
exercises, either by the nature of the duties attached 
to the office or by reason of the powers vested in 
him, function mainly of a managerial nature. 

Since the applicant as has been admitted by him in 
i: jo application was getting salary of more than One Lakh 
per month, his salary is much above the permissible limit 
-••• rang a Workman under the Industrial Dispute Act. 
i iVTciorr the instant application is liable to be rejected 

v*., m ; under the category of Workman as 
.' Mt Dispute Act of 1947. Furthermore 

>• • : o v; stated that he was co-pilot during 

Hv: er? with the respondent and thus was 

.pci*--. •: :he decisions to be taken while flying. 
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He by the nature of employment was employed for 
.discharging duties, which are of managerial and in 
administrative capacity. Therefore as per statue he is not 
w'orkman and thus this Hon’ble Tribunal cannot adjudicate 
upon the present reference. 

That the present application is otherwise not 
maintainable in view of the fact that the sendees of 
applicant have been terminated after holding an enquiry 
into the charges of misconduct communicated to him. The 
enquiry has been conducted by following the prescribed 
procedure and there arc no lacunae in the procedure 
followed for holding the enquiry including the ultimate 
punishment of dismissal from service by the opposite 
party. 

That the present application is also not maintainable, 
as the applicant has already been given ample opportunity 
to explain his point of view with regard to the specific 
charges levelled against him. He has been provided with a 
charge sheet laying down specific charges, he has been 
given opportunity' to examine witnesses. The enquiry has 
been held by following the prescribed procedure and 
therefore the applicant cannot be allowed to question the 
non-compliance of procedure for holding the enquiry at 
this stage. 

REPLY ON MERIT 

That the first part of para-1 relating to this joining 
Sahara Airlines Ltd., and hence needs no comments on 
the same. With regards to second part of his statement 
that “due to hard work and accident free flying he was 
given commendation letter besides higher salary and 
perks”. This statement is wrong and false and thus denied. 
The Complainant was given a warning by Director General. 
Civil Aeration vide his letter number 1-750/92-L (2) dated 
4th September, 1995 and he was warned to be more careful 
in future, w'hich clearly proves that the statement of the 
Complainant i.e. “accident free flying” is a deliberated lie, 
(Appendix ’A’ of the Application). The letter No. S1AL : 
HQPERS : 95 : 1054 dated 13-1 1-1995 (Annexure’ of Die 
Application) clearly stipulates that the review of salary 
structure was “a unilateral structure” of the Management 
and it was not based on the alleged hard work of the 
applicant. The third part of the statement relating to his 
termination of serv ices is his statement of fact and 
therefore requires no reply. 

The contents of para-2 is a statement of fact and 
therefore requires no reply from the respondent. 

With regard to the first part of this para relating to 
categories of pilots working with the opposite party it is a 
statement of facts and therefore requires no reply. 
However, with regards to second part of this para that the 
applicant was not considered for promotion as he had 
become a victim of petty jealousy by a group of civilian 
pilots and the same is wrong false and denied, The applicant 
has mischievously and intentionally not staled the full 
facts about the personal opinion of Capt. R. Landoski 
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(Appendix B of the complaint). In his letter dated 23rd 
April, 1996 Capt. R. Landoski had clearly stated with 
respect to SI A I am not in a position to set any crew 
allocation or recommend promotion. The applicant has 
not brought this fact to the notice of Hon’ble Tribunal 
that he was not recommended for promotion as stated by 
Captain R. Landoski. 

That the contents of Para 4 are wrong false and thus 
denied. The charges were specific and there was no 
enlargement of such charges vide our memorandum dated 
05-06-1998 as alleged by the applicant. In fact the charges 
levelled against the applicant were clarified later vide 
memorandum dated 01-06-1998 and no enlargement of 
charges was there. Anything stated contrary is denied in 
totality. 

The contents of para 5 are statement of facts and 
therefore requires no comments. The contents of Para 6 
are wrong, false and denied. The applicant never objected 
to Captain GPS Grewal being a member of the inquiry 
committee. The argument that the applicant specifically 
objected to Grewal being a member is an after thought 
and is without any solid/true base. Anything stated 
contrary is denied in totality . 

The contents of Para 7 are wrong, false and denied. 
Annexure D to the application will clearly show the charges 
levelled against applicant were clear and specific and were 
not vague, nebulous, non-specific etc. as alleged by the 
applicant. Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 
The contents of Para 8 are wrong, false and denied. There 
was no Advocate namely A.K. Trehan with the opposite 
party at the time of holding the inquiry. The legal Advisor 
of the applicant was/is Shri S.K. Trehan and he never 
participated in the proceedings of the inquiry committee. 
Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 9 are wrong, false and 
denied. The persual of Annexure G and H attached with 
the application clearly show that the applicant himself 
had cross examined Capt. Romi Sharma and Shri Sethi 
during the inquiry. While on the end the applicant has 
attached the verbatim record of questioning/answering 
the applicant/witnesses as Annexure G and H to the 
application and in the same breath he is deliberately and 
intentionally misleading the Hon’ble Tribunal by stating 
that the statement of one witness was recorded. Anything 
stated contrary is denied in totality-. 

That the contents of Para 10 are wrong, false and 
denied. At the instance ofthe applicant Capt. Nilesh Guha 
and Capt. Atul Mehta were required to appear for cross 
questioning by the applicant. The applicant refused to 
cross examine them. The statements of Capt. Nilesh Guha 
and Capt. Atul Mehta has been attached as Annexure I 
and J on the one end. He is misleading the Hon’ble Tribunal 
that they were not available for cross examination. 
Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 11 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. At the instance of the applicant Capt. Nilesh 
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Guha and Capt. Atul Mehta were required to appear for 
cross questions by the applicant. The applicant refused 
to cross examine them. The statements of Capt. Nilesh 
Guha and Capt. Atul Mehta has been attached as 
Annexure I and J. He is misleading the Hon'ble Tribunal 
by stating that he was not given any opportunity to cross 
examine these witnesses. Anything stated contrary is 
denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 12 are wrong, false and 
denied. The complainant refused to cross examine them. 
The statements of Capt. Nilesh Guha and Capt. Atul Mehta 
has been attached as Annexure 1 and J. He is misleading 
the Hon’ble Tribunal that they were not available for cross 
examination. The proceedings had been completed by 
the following prescribed procedure including giving ample 
opportunity to the applicant to answer the charges levelled 
against him as also cross examining witnesses. Therefore 
the allegation that the proceedings have been completed 
with undue haste etc. is totally void of any reasoning 
whatsoever. Anything stated contrary- is denied in totality . 

That the contents of Para 13 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. The proceedings had been completed by the 
following prescribed procedure including giving 
opportune time to the applicant to answer the charges 
levelled against him as also cross examining witnesses. 
Therefore the allegations that the proceedings have been 
completed in violation of natural justice, is totally void of 
any reasoning whatsoever. Anything stated contrary is 
denied in totality. 

The contents of Para 14 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The inquiry has been completed by following the 
prescribed procedure and therefore the allegation that 
the set procedure has not been adhered by the opposite 
party is thus denied. The applicant has simply made a 
vague allegation that the prescribed procedure has not 
been followed without specifying the Lucknow in the 
holding ofthe inquiry. The frivolous points now raised by 
the applicant about the procedure for holding the inquiry 
were never raised by him during the time the inquiry was 
going on. These are only after thoughts. 

That the'contents of Para 15 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta were called ai 
the instance of the applicant during the inquiry 
proceedings held on 10th July. 1998. The applicant refused 
to cross examine them. The applicant himself has attached 
the statements of Capt. Guha and Capt. Mehta as Annexure 
I & J to his complaint wherein Capt. Ghua and Capt. Mehta 
have stated that both of them made themselves available 
to the applicant in connection with the Departmental 
Inquiry- but the applicant did not cross examine any one of 
them. Anything stated contrary is denied in totality. 

That the contents of Para 16 are wrong, false and 
denied. After having established the charges against the 
applicant by holding an impartial, independent inquiry 
the services of the complainant were terminated. Anything 
stated contrary is denied in totality-. 
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That the contents of Para 17 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. The charges were never of trivial nature but 
solid charges which were approved by holding a 
departmental inquiry against the applicant in which the 
applicant was given ample opportunity to give reasons 
why disciplinary 7 actions should not be taken against him 
as also the applicant was given chance to cross examine 
the witnesses specifically asked for by him. Anything 
stated contrary 7 is denied in totality. 

The contents of Para 18 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The inquiry was impartial, independent and the 
termination order was on account of charges proved 
against the applicant by the inquiry 7 committee. The 
contents of Para 19 are wrong, false and thus denied. 

The applicant has submitted that he comes under 
the ambit of “workman” as defined under section 2(s) of 
the ID Act, 1947. It is respectfully submitted that the 
applicant does not fall under the ambit of w orkman as he 
does not qualify the criteria laid down under section 2(s) 
of the ID Act. 1947. 

That the contents of Para 20 are wrong, false and 
thus denied. The applicant has been given ample 
opportunity to defend himself and the order of dismissal 
is neither unfair nor victimization of the applicant since 
the disciplinary has been taken after holding an 
independent and impartial inquiry. 

The contents of Para 21 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. The opposite party has already written two letters 
Nos. SAL : HQ: PERS: 09: 98 dated 28-09-1998 and SAL: 
HQ : PERS : 07 : 99 dated 5th July, 1999 advising the 
applicant to collect the dues from the management. In fact 
instead of collecting tire dues the applicant is intentionally 
and mischievously taking up this case to the Hon'ble 
Tribunal. However, without prejudice to the rights of the 
respondent, management again through this written offers 
the applicant to collect his dues as stated in SAL : HQ : 
PERS : 09: 98 dated 28-09-1998 and SAL : HQ : PERS : 
07: 99 dated 5th July, 1999 from the office of the 
management. 

The contents of Para 22 are wrong, false and thus 
denied. That the applicant prior to filing a present 
application had been indulging in pressure tactics with 
sham and bogus allegations and when the respondent 
company did not succumb to the pressure tactics the 
applicant has filed the present suit on false and frivolous 
grounds. All the alleged conflict are created in air by the 
applicant and now by filing the present case he is guilty of 
Commodum ex injuria sua memo habere debet and cannot 
be permitted the same. The complaint for dismissal of this 
very 7 score. 

The contents of Para 23 are statements of facts and 
thus we have no comments to offeer. The legal dues of 
the applicant are payable to the applicant and the opposite 
party 7 are agreeable to pay the same. In fact the opposite 
party has already written two letters to the applicant to 
collect the same. 


The contents of Para 25 are w rong, false and thus 
denied. Since the dismissal of the applicant has been 
ordered after holding an impartial and independent inquiry 
for the specific charges leveled against him, the said 
termination order is neither illegal nor void. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has denied most of the paras of the written 
statement. The management has also denied most of the 
paras of the claim statement. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
Annexure-D is the charge sheet of the respondents and 
three charges were framed against the workman. These 
charges are extracted as hereunder:— 

1. In the month of May, 1998 you had used the 
following filthy, obscene and unpleasant 
remarks against the Hon'ble Chief Controller:— 

“Mr. Bose has no (. . . . unparliamentary 
language), he listens to that (.... unparliamentary 
language) Sandhu. they are a bunch of jokers 
sitting there. 1 am going to fix them.” This 
remarks was made on Capt. PK. Da war's flight 
in the cockpit while you were traveling as 
ACM. 

2. On 2nd June. 1998 y ou commented the follow ing 
in front of G .M. Operations office, when a letter 
from G.M. Operations was delivered to you. 

“If this letter is in connection with command 
training on B.737-200. then you can tell Capt. 
Sandhu to (.unparliamentary language)" 

These remarks were made in the presence of 
Mr. Jaskiral Wazir. Senior Flight Despatchcr and 
Mr. Romy Sharma, Trainee Pilot. 

3. Again on 2nd June, 1998 while waiting to meet 
Hon’ble Chief Controller, it was observed by 
the H.C.C. Staff that you were talking ill of 
Sahara Airlines and the Senior management. You 
had also used abusive language against some 
seniors of Sahara Airlines. This has been 
reported by Capt. H.S. Chopra. Commander 
Turbo Props and Mr. Sethi. PA. to G.C.C. 

It was submitted that three lines of charges are 
dotted and un-parliamentary language has been written 
but the words which constituted un-parliamentary 
language has not been specifically mentioned. So it was 
not possible for the workman to give a comprehensive 
reply to the charges. It is obvious that the charge sheet 
is absolutely vague. This is a unique type of charge 
sheet. 

It was submitted that the respondents have 
invented and innovated such charge sheet which is 
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absolutely against the spirit of the principles of natural 
justice. It cannot be ascertained as to what filthy and 
abusive language has been used. 

It was further submitted that in case some 
observations were made against co-employee, Capt. 
Sandhu and Capt. B.K. Dewaris, at the worst, the 
workman used un-healthy language for his co-employee 
and it does not constitute in itself disobedient activity. 
The workman may have used harsh language for his 
co-employee. The estranged relation among the co¬ 
employee is not an act of disobedience, if some words 
are uttered under some provocation. In charge no. 3 it 
has been mentioned that the workman had used abusive 
language against some seniors of Sahara Airlines. That 
abusive has not been specifically mentioned even in 
the third charge. A language cannot be termed abusive 
and filthy until the words used are manifestly and 
expressely mentioned in the charge sheet. 

It was further submitted that this charge sheet is 
a vague charge sheet and no inquiry can be conducted 
if the charges themselves are vague. Inquiry is a 
structure which is irrected on the foundation stone of a 
charge sheet. If the charge sheet itself is vague no 
wholesome structure can be raised. In case the 
foundation is week the entire structure is to collapse if 
it is tested on the crucible of the principles of natural 
justice. 

It was further submitted that the workman was 
not supplied with the documents of preliminary 
investigation. From perusal of the inquiry report it 
transpires that the evidence of witness was not taken 
before the workman. 

It has been held in 1984-I-LLJ-II that in case 
evidence is not recorded in the presence of delinquent 
employee and materials are gathered in the absence of 
the employee and such materials gathered are not 
communicated to the employee the concept of fair play 
is vitiated and principles of natural justice are violated 
in consequences. In the instant case the witnesses of 
the inquiry have submitted a report while preliminary 
investigation. That report was never supplied to the 
workman. The written statement of the witness was 
taken as examination in chief of those witnesses and 
the workman was asked to cross examine. So there is no 
examination in chief before the delinquent and the 
w ritten statements of the witness given by them during 
preliminary investigation have been treated as 
examination in chief. Such trends violate principles of 
natural justice in view of 1984-I-LLJ-II. 

It has been held in AIR 1962 Punjab 496 that “A 
departmental inquiry conducted for the purpose of 
taking disciplinary action against a public servant is 
not an empty formality; it is a serious proceeding 
intended to give the officer concerned a chance to meet 
the charge and to prove his innocence. The right of 
officer charged to cross examine the witnesses who gave 
evidence against him is a valuable right and in order to 


effectively exercise this right it is necessary that the 
examination in chief of the witnesses should be recorded 
in the presence of the party against whom the 
deposition is made. An inquiry wherein, examination in 
chief has been recorded in the absence of the person 
charged though he is allowed to cross examine the 
witnesses, cannot be said to have been held in 
accordance with the rules of natural justice and order 
passed in such an inquiry is liable to be set aside under 
Article 226 of the Constitution. (S) AIR 1957 SC 882 and 
AIR 1961 SC 1070 and AIR 1961 SC 1623, Foil.” 

It was submitted that the effective opportunity 
was not afforded to the workman to cross examine the 
witnesses as the statement of witness was not taken 
before the workman, their previous statement was relied 
upon. The inquiry stands vitiated in view' of this law. 

It was further submitted that the Hon'ble Apex 
Court in 1963 II LLJ 452 has held that examination in 
chief should be recorded before the delinquent. The 
relevant portion is reproduced as hereunder:— 

“Besides, when evidence is recorded in the presence 
of the accused person there.is no room for 
persuading the witness to make convenient 
statements and it is always easier for an accused 
person to cross examine the witness if his evidence 
is recorded in his presence. Hence the idea of 
recording statements of witnesses ex-parte and then 
producing the witnesses before the employee, 
concerned for cross examination after serving him 
with such previously recorded statements should 
be discouraged even in cases where the witnesses 
concerned make a general statement on the latter 
occasion that the statements already recorded 
correctly represent what they have stated. Unless 
there are compelling reasons to do so the normal 
procedure should be followed and all evidence 
should be recorded in the presence of the workman 
who stands charged with the commission of acts 
constituting misconduct.” 

Inquiry in the instant case has been conducted in 
absolute abeyance and disregard of the settled principles 
of natural justice. It was submitted from the side of the 
respondents that this Tribunal is not sitting in appeal and 
it cannot substantiate its own views against the findings 
of the inquiry officer. This Tribunal w hile exercising the 
power of judicial review cannot normally substantiates its 
own conclusion. 

It was also submitted from the side of the 
management that in a domestic inquiry strict and 
sophisticated rules of evidence under evidence act should 
not be made applicable. Even a delinquent can be held 
guilty on hearsay evidence if it has reasonable nexus and 
credibility. It is not the duty of Industrial Adjudicator to 
evaluate the evidence of the inquiry' afresh. The sufficiency 
of evidence is beyond the scrutiny of Tribunal. My 
attention was drawn to AIR 1977 SC. 



2392 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH I 

It is of course true that the Industrial Adjudicator is 
not the appellate forum and evidence should not be re- 
appreciated and it could not arrived at independent 
findings on the evidence. The Industrial Adjudicator has 
the power of judical review and it is not any appellate 
power. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the disciplinary authority imposed punishment without 
personal hearing. It transpires from perusal of the inquiry' 
proceedings that no show cause notice regarding proposed 
punishment was gi veil. It was submitted that it is an essential 
feature of principles of natural justice. None should be 
condemned un-hcard. No order can be passed without 
hearing the other side. In the instant case the workman has 
not been heard before inflicting penalty. It was submitted 
that the inquiry stands vitiated on this count alone. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that this Court lacks inherent jurisdiction to try and 
adjudicate upon the present matter since the applicant is 
not a workman under Section 2(s) of the ID Act. 1947. The 
workman applicant was working in Supervisory and 
Managerial capacity and his last drawn salary' inclusive of 
all perks and benefits was Rs. 1,01,217 per month. He was 
granted various other fringe benefits like fresh air travel, 
medical facilities for self and family members. He has to 
take independent decision, control and supervision over 
co-pilot and other crew members of the Aircraft. By nature 
of his employment he was working in administrative 
capacity as such lie does not fall within the ambit of a 
workman. This point was raised earlier and the P.O. has 
held that the duly of the workman was operational. His 
duty in truth and circumstance was operative In the 
amended definition of Section 2(s). Operational duty 1 has 
been taken under the purview of workman’s duty for the 
propose of (he definition of the workman in the ID Act. 
This point cannot be raised as this point has been 
adjudicated upon after hearing both the parties in the 
interim proceedings and it has the effect of res-judicata or 
atleast constructive resjudicata. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
ambigous and loose language in the ehargesheet indicates 
that the respondents had prejudged his guilt and the inquiry 
was simply a device and formality for termination of his 
services. The contents in the instant ehargesheet are 
indeed vague. 

It has been held in a catena of decisions of the 
Hon ble Apex Court and of the Hon’ble High Court that 
the charges should accurately and precisely state whether 
the act of commission and omission constituted 
misconduct. In the instant ehargesheet dotted lines have 
made it absolutely vague so the workman could not reply 
to the charges comprehensively. The respondents have 
made use of abbreviations. Un-parliamentary language 
used in the ehargesheet is itself vague and 
ineomprehensive. It gives impression that the respondents 
have taken the guilt of the workman as a foregone 
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conclusion. The ehargesheet should be framed in such a 
language which is commonly understood and which is in 
common usages. The instant ehargesheet is not precise in 
terms. Loose and vague terms just as uii-parliaincniarv 
language and derogatory remarks have been used. It docs 
not convey in the correct sense the charges brought oul 
against the employee 

It has been held in 1992 (2) LLJ 369 that 

“If particulars of misconduct are not incorporated 
in the charge sheet, then it will not be considered 
and the entire inquiry'w ill become a farec in w hich 
principles of natural justice arc not complied with. 
In such cases the dismissal order is liable to be 
quashed.” 

It has been further held in AIR 1966 SC 324 that:— 

“It is the duty of the employer to communicate to 
the delinquent employee not only the precise nature 
of charges but also the documents if any upon which 
charges arc * 

Th ! on the delinquent is not a 

valid; has been conducted taking 

the r lion stone but the charge sheet 

it; vague language and lacking in 

r 

,od from the side of the workman that 
jevi; conducted in hottest hest. It has been 
. only on two dates and the witness summoned 
.man were not presented bv the respondents, 
-•■’isal of the inquiry' it becomes quite obvious that 
dry has been concluded hastily on two dales and 
the was not issued notice for personal hearing. 

The au ,>f the delinquent is a little defiant as is manifest 
from his replies. He has called the charges nebulous and 
he has stated that he no longer wants to cross examine 
any other witness. There is a slight colour of insub¬ 
ordination in his attitude and behaviour of the delinquent. 
He is a proficient Pilot no doubt and he has received 
commendation for his excellent performance. 

However the conduct and attitude of the delinquent 
employee is not a subject matter of the inquiry and it is not 
a matter of consideration by this Tribunal. This Tribunal 
is only to. consider whether the inquiry has been conducted 
according to the principles of natural justice or not There 
is no legal evidence in the inquiry. Sufficient opportunities 
have been given to the respondents and they have indeed 
adduced evidence but they have not tried to explain ihe 
un-parliamentary language used by the delinquent and 
derrigotary remarks made by the workman. As such the 
ehargesheet remains vague. Vagueness has not been 
explained away by evidence in the inquiry proceedings 
and it has not been explained awav during the deposition 
of the management witness. The defects of the charge- 
sheet have been highlighted. Inquiry has no doubt been 
conducted hastily. The delinquent was suspended so he 
should have been given sufficient time and opportunity 
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to cool down. Hurriedly doing is not unwise and delay 
doing is not wise. An inquiry can be conducted even 
during one day. Delay and several dates of the inquiry 
cannot make it valid. But in the facts and circumstances 
the respondents have acted hastily and hastily doing is 
never wise. 

The respodents have filed application. Praying of 
for additional evidence for arriving to definite conclusion. 
Order has been passed on the application. I thought it 
necessary to mention this application in this award. The 
case is pending since 2000. The parties have been given 
two years time to lead evidence and several adjournments 
have been granted. As per provisions ID cases should 
be decided in one year. This case has taken five complete 
years. Application for further evidence has been 
rejected. Order has been passed on the application. 

It was further submitted by the respondents that 
a proper inquiry 1 has been held and principles of natural 
justice have been followed. This Court cannot re¬ 
appreciate the evidence recorded during the course of 
inquiry. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that inquiry' has been held for a serious misconduct 
including derogatory' remarks about seniors. But that 
derogatory remarks and abusive language has not been 
specifically mentioned in the chargesheet itself. 

It was further submitted that the management took 
the services of a lawyer during the proceedings of 
inquiry' and the workman also requested that he should 
also he permitted to be represented by a lawyer but his 
application was rejected. The Inquiry' Officer has acted 
as Presenting Officer. He cannot discharge dual duty. 
There is no proof that respondents took the help of a 
lawyer. In case they had taken services of a lawyer such 
a vague chargesheet would not have been framed by 
the respondents. There is no merit in this contention. 

The workman has enumerated certain dues which 
have not been paid to him. He has demanded Rs. 4, 59, 
348.80. The workman applicant should file separate 
application for dues wrongfully withheld by the 
opposite party in respect of the period of employment 
prior to his termination from his services. 

In the instant case only the reference is to be 
replied and order regarding dues cannot be passed. The 
applicant is advised to move application under Section 
33-C(2) of the ID Act, 1947 so that his dues withheld 
may be computed in terms of money. 

My attention was drawn to 1984 Lab IC 658. It has 
been held that dismissal is victimization in case inquiry' 
has not been properly conducted. 

It was further submitted that the charges are 
extremely lacking in material particulars. Termination is 
as a clock for awarding punishment of dismissal and in 
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case inquiry' is not set aside there would be complete 
travesty of justice. 

It was further submitted by the workman that he 
has been victimized in view of jealousy with a group of 
Civilian Pilots having negative feeling against him. His 
performance has been taken to be very' excellent. Civilian 
Pilots were not able to cope up with his performance so 
they cherised ill will. The chargesheet served on the 
workman is notvalied charge sheet in view'of 1983 Lab 
IC page 1909 SC. 

It transpires from inquiry' proceedings that he has 
been given opportunity to cross examine the witnesses 
and he has cross examined them. The witnesses 
summoned by him in defence were not cross examined 
by him, so it cannot be said that he has not been 
afforded opportunity for cross examination. There is 
no letter on record to show that he wanted to produce 
some witnesses in defence but such opportunity was 
not offered. 

It is ture that sufficiency or aducacy of evidence 
is not to be considered by this Tribunal but what is not 
admissible in Evidence Act cannot be admissible in 
inquiry proceedings, inquiry is a quasi judicial 
proceeding. The inquiry' committee has relied upon the 
statement of witnesses who were not examined before 
the delinquent. Abusive and derogatory' remarks have 
not been mentioned in the chargesheet. The workman 
has not been supplied a copy of the materials collected 
behind his back. The inquiry' has been concluded in 
short shrift. These are the incidences which have made 
the inquiry' an absolute farce. Principles of natural justice 
have not been observed. The workman applicant has 
been punished un-heard. No misconduct has been 
proved by the witness of the management. It is an 
inquiry' of no evidence and inquiry should not be an 
empty formality. The inquiry' stands vitiated on the 
grounds mentioned above. The laws cited bv the 
respondents are not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of the instant case. 

The reference is replied thus :— 

The action of the Chief Controller, Sahara Airlines 
Ltd., 7th Floor Amba Deep Building, 14. Kasturba 
Gandhi Marg, Connought Place, New Delhi-110001 in 
terminating the services of Capt. R. Khosla, Ex. Pilot. 
Resident of A-160, Jalwayu Vihar, Sector : 21. Noida 
(UP)—201301 w.e.f. 16-7-1998 is neither justified nor 
valid or legal. The workman is entitled to be reinstated 
with full back wages w.e.f. 16-7-1998. In case of default 
the workman will be entitled to 10% interest per annum 
over the entire back wages. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 13-2-2006. R.N. RAI. Presiding Officer 
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Ram Majhi, Casluer-cum-Clerk w. e. f. 19-12-1994 is 
legal and justified? If not. to what relief the said 
workman is entitled." 
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New Delhi, the 20th February. 2006 

S.O. 1063.— in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 48/ 

199 V) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cuni- 
Labour Court No. 2 New Dchli as shown in the Anncxure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Punjab National Bank and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Go- crumem on ?t»-2-2006. 

[No. L-12012/29/96-1R(B-l i)| 
C. GANGADHARAN. Under Secy, 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE 'FI IE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
I ABOUR COURT n, NEW DELHI 

R.N. RAi M : Presiding Officer: 

ED. No. 48/1997 

In »Ju* matter of:— 

Sis. i litre Ram Majhi. 

R.'o Sitapuri. Pari-II. 

PO Pniam. 

New Delhi-15. 

VERSUS 

The General .Manager, 

'PunjabNa’iona! Bank. 

. \i ii'.-i Ram 1 louye-1, 

Tolstoy Maig. 

Nm. Delhi. 

AWARD 

i tie \ .mislry of Labour by its letter No. L-120 i 2/29/ 
9o-JR(B-JI) Central Government Dtd. 04/09-04-1997 has 
i of.: ivd the in! low ing point for adjudication. * 

The point rims under :— 

" vvii. Pi. - ihe action of management of Punjab 
rdi-.\:.";fNuuk ij•. dismissing the services ofShri Hare 


Tlie workman appl icant has filed claim statement 1 n 
his claim statement it has been stated that he was 
appointed on tire post of peon on 29-01-1979.-That after 8 
months ofjoining his sen-ices the Bank called for original 
caste certificate from him. The original caste certificate of 
the applicant was lost. So he informed the bank that his 
photostat of caste certificate is on the personal file and if 
there is any doubt the Bank may get this certificate verified 
to its satisfaction. That on 13-07-1980 a chargcshcct was 
served on the workman that his caste certificate is forged 
The workman replied that the Photostat copy of the caste 
certificate is with the management and its authenticity or 
otherwise may be inquired by the bank and he also informed 
the Bank that he was sending letter to his village forgetting 
another duplicate caste certificate and he will deposit the 
same after receiving it. 

That on 06-02-1982 caste certificate was obtained by 
his father bearing No. 381 and lie deposited the same in 
1982. The Bank in order to gel the certificate veri (led wrote 
letter No. 442 dated 24-03-1982 to the District Padadhikari. 
The District Padadhikari replied to the aforesaid letter of 
the bank on 14-05-1982 that Shri Hare Ram Majhi. S/o. Shri 
R. D. Majhi is Scheduled Tribe certificate. 

That the workman passed Kith. 12th and B. A. with 
the permission of the Bank and he appeared in the 
departmental examination of Clerk/Cashicr and he was 
intemevved but he was not promoted and letter to District 
Padadhikari was issued by the Bank regarding his caste 
certificate and after receiving report from the District 
Padadhikari, Si wan he was discharged and promoted to 
the post of Clerk?Cashicr. 

That on 23-09-1986 another chargcshcct was issued 
to the workman that he has forged his caste certificate and 
the workman replied that he has not committed am forgery 
in the caste certificate. 

That on 19-10-1994 the Regional Manager sent a 
ndtice to the workman regarding proposed punishment of 
dismissal. The w orkman appeared for personal hearing on 
26-10 1994 and proposal was placed before him that lie 
w as demoted from the post of Cicik/Cashier and deputed 
on the post of peon and his 3 increments with cumulative 
effect arc also withheld. The workman informed the 
respondents that he w ill challenge the inquiry proceedings 
in the Court as he belongs to Scheduled Tribe Community 
and will prove this fact before the Court so he asked the 
management to dismiss him w ithout notice. 

That on 04-01-1995 the workman appealed to (tic 
Zonal Manager but his appeal was not disposed of till 

22- 03-1995. He again appealed to the Zonal Manager on 

23- 03-1995 and he was asked to appear for personal hearing 
on 04-04-1995. 
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He was again summoned by the Zonal Manager for 
personal hearing onl7-10-1995 and the management got 
him signed a letter in which it was written that he admits 
the charges and he should be punished as has been done 
with the employees similarly circumstances and he should 
be taken back in service after wit hholding his increments. 

That the workman had not committed any mistake 
still he signed the letter as his family w ill survive in case he 
is taken back in service. He will have to loose only certain 
increments. 

That on 24-11-1995 he was informed that he has 
admitted his guilt so his appeal was dismissed so the Bank 
deceived him after assuring him to take back in sendee 
withholding 3 increments in case he admitted the charges. 

It is prayed that after 16 years of service the workman 
lias been dismissed and he should be taken back in service. 

The management has filed written statement. The 
case of the respondents is that the reply to the notice of 
disciplinary proceedings was found not satisfactory so a 
departmental committee was constituted to go into the 
charges levelled against the delinquent. The delinquent 
has filed false caste certificate. After inquiry' the inquiry 
Officer found the charges proved and a show cause notice 
was issued to him with proposal of punishment of dismissal. 
The delinquent replied to that. That after considering his 
representation the disciplinary authority imposed the 
punishment of dismissal on the workman. He filed an appeal. 
The Appellate Authority after hearing the workman 
dismissed his appeal. The name of the delinquent was 
sponsored by Employment Exchange as Scheduled Tribe 
candidate but when original caste certificate was demanded 
from him he staled that the original was lost and he filed 
another certificate issued from the District Magistrate. 
Siwan (Bihar). The respondents entered into 
correspondence with the District Magistrate, Siwan (Bihar) 
regarding the authenticity of the second caste certificate. 
The DM, Siwan replied that the word Gorait has been added 
after the word Dushad and the word Jan has been added 
prior to the w ord Jati. 

It has been further stated that the delinquent did not 
submit his original certificate at the time of employment. 
He submitted a photocopy. The second certificate 
submitted by him was not similar to the photocopy so the 
matter was inquired into. It was found that the delinquent 
has filed a fake and forged certificate in order to get 
employment. This matter was verified from issuing 
authority and the issuing authority wrote to the 
respondents that the photocopy ivrnfi a: -cut to him 
wasnot issued in its origina it;.-; ' ' /• •: wc.m: '--my 

h .■ been conducted according *o A- niples of natural* 
usticc. The workman has concealed his real caste and lie 
lias sought appointment under Scheduled Tribe Category 
w hereas after inquiry he was not found a candidate of 
Scheduled Tribe. So he was dismissed of service. 


It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
management conducted an inquiry, prior to this inquiry 
regarding caste certificate of the workman an inquiry was 
held and disciplinary authority by order dated 22-07-1986 
exenorated him of the charges levelled against him v ide 
charge sheet dated 13-07-1980. It becomes quite obvious 
that a fulfledged inquiry was held on charge sheet dated 
13-07-1980 and the Inquiry Officer did not find the guilt 
proved and the disciplinary authority relying on the fmdi ngs 
of the Inquiry Officer exenorated this workman on 

22- 07-1987. 

It was further submitted that the servo - the 
workman is governed by the BPS There is no pun - n tor 
fresh inquiry or second inquiry. There is no pro . e i foi 
two inquiries. Inquiry’ against this workman was l.vid by 
the order of the competent authority. The Inquiry Officer 
after perusal of the inquiry report gave a finding that guilt 
of the delinquent is not made out. The Disciplinary 
Authority accepted the findings of the Inquiry Officer and 
he exenorated the workman. 

It was submitted that he should not be vexed twice. 
One Inquiry’ Officer finds guilt not proved and the other 
Inquiry’ Officer finds guilt proved regarding forgery of caste 
certificate. It is correct that the two inquiries cannot be 
instituted regarding the same misconduct and there should 
not be second vexatious trial of the workman In the facts 
and circumstances of the case caste was the criteria o the 
basis of which the-workman was selected. Caste, age and 
educational qualification arc essential.for appoint me-it Thu 
workman submitted a photocopy of caste certificate and 
he was selected on the basis oflhat caste certificate A fie 
the first inquiry it might have come, to the notice of the 
workman that he has submitted a false certificate, so the 
matter w’as inquired into. It is quite true that a caste 
certificate No. 381 dated06-02-198, vas issued by the DM. 
Siwdn (Bihar). In the original caste certificate the caste of 
the workman was mentioned as Dusliadh and according to 
amended order of 1956 he was a scheduled caste candidate 

It transpires from perusal of the caste certificate 
submitted by the workman that the word Gorait ar ' a 
have been added after Dushadh and before Jan 
forgery’ has been commuted by the km . m w,; r n. 
make a certificate of scheduled u A . w ,u». .a 

The workman was due . ! 

another caste certificate bus h- !■•;• !;•••■- w 

submitted from the side of the nan;: 

23- 09-1986 the DM. Siwan (Bihar) udorr •: 

that caste certificate No. 381 has been:- -• a: w-eT , 
dated 06-02-1982 and it was found that (lie npplnwni 
belonged to caste Dushadh and there is no mention m the 
certificate of Gorait and Jan. The workman has fifed a 
certificate from All India Harijan Adiwasi Kalvau Sangh 
dated 05-04-1997 and it has been mentioned in the 
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certificate that the workman Hare Ram Majhi is of Gorait 
caste. In this certificate it has been only mentioned that the 
caste of Hare Ram Majhi is Gorait. It has not been mentioned 
anywhere in this certificate that he is Scheduled Tribe. The 
workman has also filed certificate dated 24-11-1986 from 
the Administrative Officer, Lodi Road, New Delhi and it 
has been mentioned that Shri Hare R,am Majhi, R/o. Lodi 
Road, New Delhi belongs to Dushadh (Gorait caste) which 
has been declared as Scheduled Tribe by the Government 
of Bihar. Dushadh and Gorait are identical. Chief 
Administrative Officer, Government of Bihar, Bihar Bhawan 
is not entitled to issued caste certificate. 

The DM, Siwan has specifically mentioned in his 
letter No. 25-3/86-2501 that in the photocopy Shri Hare 
Ram Majhi has added the word Gorait and the word Jan. He 
has done interpolation and forgery in his caste certificate. 
From the letter of the DM, Siwan it becomes quite obvious 
that the workman has submitted a forged certificate. The 
DM, Siwan has asked the respondents that letter No.2061 
dated 15-07-1986 be deemed cancelled and amended 
verified certificate has been issued by the DM, Siwan and 
it has been mentioned that after verification the Welfare 
Officer by his letter No.441 dated 08-08-1986 has found him 
Dushad and a Scheduled Caste. 

From perusal of the above document it becomes quite 
clear that the workman did not belong to Scheduled Tribe 
at the time of his appointment. In his letter dated 
04-04-1995 Shri Hare Ram Majhi has categorically admitted 
the charges and he has requested the respondent to impose 
punishment on him as has been done in the case of the 
employees similarly circumstanced. This letter is categorical 
admission of the charges levelled against the workman 
and he had admitted that he submitted a false caste 
certificate. The workman has filed a photocopy of the 
letter according to which Gorait has also been included in 
Scheduled Tribe. This document is not the original 
declaration of the Government and the date of such 
declaration cannot be ascertained from this document. If 
there is notification he should have filed the attested or 
certified copy of that declaration. The workman has given 
an application on 23-08-2005 and he has alleged in his letter 
that in the year 1979 he was appointed to the post of peon 
in reserved category on the basis of Scheduled Tribe. 
30 candidates were recruited belonging to Scheduled Tribe 
and all have been served chargesheet for submitting fake 
caste certificate and this workman was also serv ed charge 
sheet along with them on 13-07-1980. It has been further 
alleged in this letter that all the chargesheeted employees 
had filed fake caste certificate and have been taken in 
service after withholding of 1, 2 or 3 increments with 
cumulative effect. This workman also requested the 
management to consider his case as the bank has done in 
the case of 30 other employees who have submitted fake 
certificate but Shri R.K. Nagpal, General Secretary of the 
province settled the matter with the respondents and the 


30 employees mentioned above were taken in service after 
withholding of increments only. This workman was refused 
this benefit. This application was filed on 23-08-2005 in the 
presence of the respondents but no objection has been 
filed against this application. The content of this application 
remains'unrebutted. As such the bank found other 30 fake 
caste certificates and inquiry was conducted against those 
30 employees. They admitted the charges and the Bank 
after negotiations with the General Secretary kept them in 
service after withholding two or three increments. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the Bank should have considered his case along with the 
other such employees. The fact is that the workman did 
not admit his charge so fiilfledged inquiry was conducted 
against him. The other employees admitted their charges 
so the respondents retained them in service. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
his case has been dealt with differently and he has been 
given discriminatory treatment. The respondents hav e not 
the discretion to take Scheduled Caste on the post reserved 
for Scheduled Tribe. But since the respondents have 
exercised their discretion the benefit of their discretion 
should also be afforded to the workman applicant. It 
appears that the workman applicant did not admit his 
charges so a fulfledged inquiry was held and he was found 
guilty. The workman later on admitted his guilt but the 
management did not impose on him the penalty which has 
been inflicted on the employees similarly situated. The 
workman is entitled to get this benefit and to get the discretion 
of the respondents, the respondents cannot follow pick and 
choose policy, if the employee after submitting a fake 
certificate regarding his caste admits his charges and he is 
retained in service. Another w ho does not admit his charge, 
cannot be given different punishment. The employee was 
adamant all along the inquiry and he admitted his guilt when 
he was dismissed. In the facts and circumstances of the case 
the workman deserves to be reinstated with continuity of 
service but without back wages. 

It appears from perusal of the record that the 
respondents have retained in service the other employees 
who produced false Scheduled Tribe Certificate after 
withholding increments. The claimant is entitled to get this 
benefit on the principles of equality. 

The reference is replied thus 

The action of the management of Punjab National 
Bank in dismissing the services of Shri Hare Ram Majhi. 
Cashier-cum-Clerk vv. e. f. 19-12-1994 is neither absolutely 
legal nor absolutely justified. The workman deserves to be 
reinstated without back wages but with continuity of 
service vv. e. f. 19-12-1994 within two months from the 
publication of the award. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 17-02-2006 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 22nd February, 2006 

S.O. 1064.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Reference No. 
30/2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Lucknow now as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of United 
Bank of India, and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on 22-2-2006. 

[No. L-12011/3 l/2005-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW 

PRESENT: 

SHRIKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
I.D: No. 30/2005 

■ Ref. No. L-12011/31/2005-IR (B-II)Dt. 5-7-2005 
BETWEEN: 

United Bank of India Employees Union 
Asstt. Regional Secretary, 

United Bank of India Employees Union, 

53 Leader Road, Allahabad-9 

AND 

The Chief Manager 
United Bank of India, 

4B, Habibullah Estate, Hazratganj, 

Lucknow 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi referred the following dispute for adjudication to the 
Presiding Officer, CGIT-cum-Labour Court. Lucknow. 


“Whether the action of the management of United 
Bank of India, Allahabad in imposing the punishment 
on Sri Shivaji Prasad Mishra vide punishment Order 
No. CR/CM/DISC/SPM/1966/2003 Dated 24-9-03 is 
legal and justified ? If not to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to?” 

It appears that the claim was espoused by United 
Bank of India Employees Union, Allahabad. While issuing 
the reference order the Government of India, Minisrty of 
Labour endorsed its copy to Chief Manager, United Bank 
of India, Lucknow and United Bank of India Employees 
Union, Allahabad. It was directed that the parties raisaing 
dispute shall file statement of claim complete with relevant 
documents, list of reliance and witesses with the Triubunal 
within 15 days of the receipt of the order of reference and 
also forwarded copy of such statement of claim to each 
one of the opposite parties involved in this dispute under 
Rule 10 (B) of the I. D. (Central) Rules 1957. The said order 
of 5th July, 2005 and was received in the office of CGIT- 
cum-Labour Court, Lucknow on 17-8-05. The Trade Union 
did not file any statement of claim therefore it was ordered 
on 23rd September, 2005 for waiting for statement of claim. 
On 23-9-05 none responded when the case was called out 
therefore registered notice was ordered to be issued to the 
parties for filing statement of claim. The next date was fixed 
28-10-2005. 

On 28-10-05 the workman Sri S. P Mishra filed an 
application authorising 3 representative Sri Y. S. Rohit. Sri 
R. K. Verma and Sri Dilip Verma. Sri Dilip Verma filed the 
authority' letter when the case was called out but did not 
file statement of claim. Therefore Presiding Officer ordered 
the registered notice be issued to the opposite party to file 
written statement list of documents and list of witnesses 
by 18-11-2005 

On 18-11-2005 Sri D. P. Mukhopadhyay. Dv. Regional 
Manager filed the authority' letter A6 and Sri R. K. Verma 
filed application D-5 for adjournment of the case. In the 
circumstances 6-1-2006 was fixed for filing statement of 
claim. 

On 6-1-2006 another adjournment application D-7 w as 
moved, therefore 20-1-06 was fixed for hearing. On 20-1 -06 
parties did not appear. Therefore 3-2-06 was fixed for 
hearing. 

On 3-2-06 the State President Sri Vikas Nigam moved 
an application I>8 seeking adjournment and a opportunity 
to file sttement of calim. It was ordered on said application 
that claim statement alongvvith the documnets on which 
the trade union relies alongwith list of w itnesses be filed 
within a week and its photo copy be sent to the bank by 
registered post and postal receipt be also filed in evidence 
of proof for compliance of order. On the same day another 
date i. e. 13-2-06 was fixed for hearing. 
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The trade union has not been able to plead that 
Sri S. P. Misra was the employee of the United Bank of 
India on a particular post and he was punished by the 
order No. CR/CM/D1SC/SPM/1966/2003 dt. 24-9-03 and the 
said order was illegal and unjustified. It was for the trade 
union to prove that the punishment order referred in the 
reference order was illegal and unjustified. In the 
circumstances of the case the management has not filed 
any written statement. There is no other alternative then to 
pass No Claim Award. Award passed accordingly. 

Lucknow 13-2-2006 

SHRJKANT SHUKLA. Presiding Officer 
24 2006 
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[rio 2012/9/2001-3Tl£ SIR (RT-II)] 
Hi. RRIWI, 3RR RtRR 
New Delhi, the 24th February, 2006 

S.O. 1065.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 33/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour 
Court. Bangalore as shown in the Anncxure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Syndicate 
Bank and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 24-2-2006. 


[No. L-12012/9/200 1 -IR(B-I1)] 
C. GANGAFJHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBI NAL-CLM-LABOl RCOl RT 
BANGALORE 

Dated 14tli February 2006 

PRESENT 


SHRI A.R. SIDDIQUI: Presiding Office; 

C.R. No.33/01 


I Party 

Shri MB. Gunaga. 
S/o B. N. Gunaga. 
VI11. Tankamken. 
An kola Taluk. 
Kanvar 

K ama taka-3 81314 


II Patty 

The Deputy Genera! Manager 
Syndicate Bank. 

Zonal Office. Syndicate Towers, 
UDUPL 

KanuktL:-S7610I 


|Part II—St 3 ( 11 ) J 


AWARD 

1. The Central Government by exercising the 
powers conferred by clause(d) of sub-section 2A of the 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 has referred 
this dispute vide order. No. L-12012/9/200 !/iR(B-II) dated 
27th April, 2006 for adjudication on the following schedule. 

SCHFBULE 

•'"Whether the action ol the management of Syndicate 
Bank Zonal Office, Udupi is justified in imposing the 
punishment of dismissal from service to Shri M B, 
Gunaga. At tender. Basgod branch as per Clause 
I9.5(j) of the Bipartite Settlement? If not. what relief 
the said workman is entitled to?" 

2. The case of the first party workman (herein after 
called the first party) as made out h\ sir Cinmi fiaicuknl 
(touching to the merits of the easel sokvidm.--: ah i\ m d 
to the validity of DE arc avoio :£ as OL has!;. w to I..: 
not fair and proper vide separate, i'-o.r? N T,: t i i s •, a, 
the services of the management as a u" dm 3 w 

and worked at Kanvar Brand: up:o o-! i j r. on 
transferred to Avarsa branch nil s ;,,) s 0; 
transferred to Basgod branch of AukoG Tniuk wfi'cic A 
worked up till 29-4-2000 till he. was dismissed Rom sen . • 
illegally; that he worked with t .. management dssvhai rig¬ 
hts duties with utmost devoti-n- and Guerin a n eh 
and excellent record of serv icc ■ ay jo; o a a 

more than 20 years receiving-: M .' :i .rpprecim Im'-.aw 
and certificates for having can .vised maximum busuuv. 
for the bank; that in the month d December *999. me in-, 
party was made a victim o circumstance*, by J he 
management officials incc-llusi*' i and w-:-spn:ic\ v df ,.v : 
another by obtaining a coniph. m mov Bern . m. S‘ :■ . 
Sukuru Gouda one of the cuslo: sms of dw ’xud. 
that ilie first party had issued i Diamond .iub«!•:•:• *•-.» 

Certificate for a sum of Rs 2<)()() on 1 4-m 1 ■.<>-< :' •. 

said Shiva Gouda (for short) with a maturitv \a! of 
Rs.400t)/-as on 14-12-1999 and that Shiv a Gouda had 
produced the DJCC for repayment of the in.;: i fits \alue 
with the bank, that while he was working at Basgod Branch 
on 23-12-1999. the branch manager on intimation from die 
Manager. Avarsa Branch directed the first p-nty lo go to 
Avarsa branch with a sum of Rs. 4000/* with lam. Me visited 
the Avarsa branch at 4 PM without knowing the reasons 
for the same; that at about 4 PM on 23-12-1999 when the 
first party entered the chambers of the branch. Avarsa 
Branch, to his surprise he found Shri Ganesh Kao. ihe then 
Branch Manager. Shri N R. Bhat. the Assistant Manager. 
Avarsa Branch. Sian Ganesh Kninafh. Divisional Manager 
and Shri Anna Ron. Deputy Div isional Manager present in 
the chambers of the Branch Manager. Avarsa Branch No 
sooner he entered the chambers, the door of the cabin was 
kept closed and the first party was asked as to whether tie 
had issued the DJCC bearing No. 03644 14 dated 14-6-1994 
with a face value of Rs 20()0/-and the maiunw value of 
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Rs.4000/- to any of the customers. When the first party 
denied the allegations, the aforesaid officials directed him 
to admit the guilt and give it in writing that he had committed 
the offence of issuing DJCC to Shiva Gouda, a customer of 
the bank. When he refused to admit the guilt they 
threatened him of the dire consequences of handing over 
him to the police and assured him that in the event of his 
admission of the guilt, no disciplinary action will be taken 
against him and he will be continued in the service. Thus, 
creating fear and hope in the mind of the first party the 
management succeeded in obtaini ng the letter of admission 
of guilt which was not given by him voluntarily but under 
threat, force and coercion. They also made him to deposit 
a sum of Rs. 4000/- in the Suspense Account of the Bank 
on the next date i.e. on 24-12-1999: that based on the 
aforesaid allegations and the letter of admission obtained 
from him, he was placed under suspension vide order dated 
28-12-1999 and thereafter he was issued with the charge 
sheet with the allegation that he had issued DJCC in favour 
of Shiva Gouda in his own hand w riting and forged the 
signatures of the bank officials and therefore, committed 
misconduct within the meaning of Section 19 (5) of the 
Bipartite settlement read with Section 19 (5) (J) thereof; 
that after he received the charge sheet, on 11-2-2000 the 
branch manager. Basgod Branch by name Shri Dinakar 
Sharegar called him to his chamber and directed him to 
give a letter in writing admitting the guilt as per his above 
said letter of admission assuring him that in the event of 
giving such a letter no departmental action will taken 
against him and he will be continued in sendee without 
conducting any proceedings. He was further threatened of 
dire consequences, if he did not give a letter admitting the 
guilt. Therefore, the first party having no other option gave 
a letter in writing as per terms dictated by the branch 
manager. The first party contended that the charge sheet 
issued to him was false and baseless as DJCC does not 
bear the branch serial number or signature of die authorized 
officials of the branch and that as on 14-6-1994, the bank 
had withdrawn the said deposit scheme and therefore, 
question of issuing of said DJCC, that too, in the joint 
custody of the managers by the first party did not arise. He 
contended that no subordinate officials will have access 
to the DJCC, it being in the safe custody of the branch 
manager. Therefore, issuance of DJCC is not the work of 
the first party' but he has been made a scape goat to save 
die skin of the higher officials by taking a letter of admission 
from him under direat and coercion. Moreover, the question 
of conducting enquiry against the first party did not arise 
when he is said to have admitted the guilt and that shows 
that there was conspiracy against the first party in 
conducting the DE thereby making it to appear that charge 
of miconduct was proved against him that during the 
course of enquiry- absolutely no opportunity was given to 
him being threatened by the management representative 
and his higher officials of dire consequences, he was not 
allowed to take the assistance of advocate; that during the 
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course of enquiry; the complaint of said Shiva Gouda was 
marked without examining him as a witness; that during 
course of enquiry none of die management witnesses have 
deposed to the fact that first party- comitted the misconduct. 
However, the enquiry officer submitted his findings holding 
the first party guilty- of the charges being biased in favour 
of the management. Therefore, findings were perverse and 
the punishment of dismissal passed by the disciplinary 
authority was illegal and punishment was also harsh and 
excessive. In the last he requested this tribunal to pass an 
award setting aside the punishment order and reinstating 
him in service with all back wages and consequential 
benefits. 

2. The management by its counter statement not 
denying the fact that the first party- joined its sea ices on 
16-8-80 working at Karwar and then transferred to Avcrsa 
branch and that he was working w Basgod branch at the 
time of his dismissal, however, at para 4 of the Counter 
Statement he repealed the entire allegations made in the 
chargeslieet issued against the first party . The management 
contended that in response to the cliargesheet the first 
party submitted his explanation on 11-2-2000 admitting the 
charges levelled against him but in order lo give him one 
more opportunity to have his say. enquiry was ordered 
and held against the first party giving sufficient and proper 
opportunity- to defend himself During the course of enquiry 
he was permitted to take the assistance of his co-cniployee 
but he submitted that he did not wish to take any defence 
representative and that he himself would defend the case. 
The management examind two witnesses and when called 
upon for their cross-examination the first party said that 
he has no cross-examination since he has already admitted 
the charges levelled against him. He was given opportunity 
to lead evidence but did not adduce once again on the 
same ground. He admitted the charges w hen read over to 
him on 15-3-2000 therefore, after completing the enquiry- 
proceedings, the enquiry- officer submitted his findings 
holding him guilty- of the misconduct and then findings of 
the enquiry were sent to the first party- and he failed to 
submit his explanation. Thereupon the disciplinary authority 
having gone through the findings and other records 
proposed the punishment of dismissal v ide show cause 
notice dated 17-4-2000 giving opportunity of personal 
hearing to the first party fixed on 24-4-2000 on which date 
the first party once again made a written submission 
admitting the charges and thereafter the disciplinary 
authority-confirmed the proposed punishment of dismissal 
vide order dated 3-8-2000. The management contended that 
the first party mostly misused his official position and 
pilfered cash certificate from the stock of the branch 
unauthorisedly and made use of it and lhereby 
misappropriated the funds. Therefore, considering the 
seriousness of the charges proved against the first party 
dismissal order was justified and punishment of dismissal 
was quite proportionate and proper. While giving answer 
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to para 3 of the Claim Statement at para 19 of the Counter 
Statement, the management denied the allegation that the 
first party was made victim of the circumstances by the 
officials of the bank in obtaining a complaint from said 
Shiva Gouda on 27-12-1999. While answering para 4 of the 
Claim Statement, the management denied the allegation 
that on 23-12-1999 Basgod Branch Manager asked the first 
party to go Aversa Branch with a sum of Rs.4000. The 
management contended that it was the first party who 
visited the Aversa Branch on 23 -12-1999 at about 3.15 pm 
and on enquiry admitted the fact of issuing D JCC to said 
Shiva Gouda ana submitted a confession letter and 
thereafter deposited a sum of Rs.4000 on 24-12-1999. The 
allegations w ith regard to coercion, threat etc. in obtaining 
the letter of admission were also denied by the management. 
However, admitting the fact that the letter was witnessed 
by Shri Ganesh Rao, Manager, Shri N.R. Bhat, Branch 
Manager, Smt.Veena D. Prabhu. Special Assistant of Aversa 
Branch. In reply to para 14 of the Claim Statement, the 
management contended that there was no requirement that 
the customer of a Bank/complainant should be examined 
as a witness during the course of enquiry. It further 
contended that the charges of misconduct levelled against 
the first party have been proved during the course of 
enquiry by sufficient and legal evidence. Therefore, the 
management requested this tribunal to reject the reference. 

3. Keeping in view the respective contentions of the 
parties with regard to the validity and legaility or other¬ 
wise of the proceedings of domestic enquiry, my learned 
predecessor had taken the above said question for trial as 
a Preliminary Issue calling upon the parties to lead evidence. 
During the course of trial of the said issue the management 
examined the enquiry officer as MW1 and the then 
Assistant Manager of Basgod Branch as MW2 and got 
marked 9 documents at Ex.Ml to M9. The first party' as a 
rebuttal, examined himself as WW1 without marking any' 
document. Ex.Ml is the notice of enquiry. Ex M2 is the 
charge Sheet. Ex.M3 is the explanation dated 11-2-2000 by 
the first party'. Ex.M4 is the proceeding of enquiry. Ex.M5 
are the findings of the enquiry' officer. Ex.M6 is the order of 
suspension. Ex.M7 is said to be the letter of the first party 
dated 24-4-2000 submitted at the time of personal hearing. 
Ex.M8 is the letter regarding the payment of subsistence 
allowance to the first party and E.x.M9 is the SB account 
sheet of the first party. 

4. After hearing the learned counsels for the 
respective parties, this tribunal by its order dated 20-7- 
2004 recorded a finding on the above said question of DE 
holding that the DE held against the first party' by the 
second party is not fair and proper. Thereupon the 
management was given an opportunity to lead evidence 
on merits to prove the charges of misconduct levelled 
against the first party'. The management in order to prove 
the charges, examined three witnesses as MW3 to MW5 
and got marked documents at Ex.MlO to M25. The first 
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party examined himself as WW1 and his statement in 
examination chief is more or less akin to the averments 
made in his Claim Statement. MW3 is the said Shri N.R. 
Bhat said to have been working in Aversa Branch of the 
management from 3-5-1999 to April 2001. In his examination 
chief by way of affidavit at para 3 relevant for the purpose 
stated that when he was on duty on 17-12-1999 Shiva Gouda 
came to the branch claiming the payment of DJCC certificate 
No.0364414 with maturity value of Rs. 4000/. He verified the 
records but could not locate the entry' relating to the said 
receipt. Since the management of branch was on leave he 
asked the said Shiva Gouda to come to the bank. After 3 
days and after the manager, Ganesh Rao resumed duty he 
brought this fact to his notice. Shri Ganesh Rao also verified 
the concerned register/records of the branch but did not 
find any entry' in the bank regarding issue of the DJCC 
certificate. He stated that whenever DJCC is issued it will 
bear branch serial number but in the case of disputed 
certificate there was no branch serial number put thereon. 
The maturity value is also not correct. In this regard he 
referred to certain documents maintained by the bank. At 
para 7 he stated that he and the manager observed the 
handwriting found on DJCC certificate resembled the hand 
writing of Shri Gunaga (first party') who had worked earlier 
inAversa Branch as Attender. The branch manager after 
verifying the DJCC with that of hand writing of first party 
had informed the Regional Manager accordingly. Then at 
para 8 he repeated the contention taken in the counter 
statement that on receipt of the intimation from Aversa 
Branch the Manager, Basgod Branch sent the first party to 
Aversa Branch and then on enquiry' the first party admitted 
the fact of issuing said DJCC in favour of said Shri Shiva 
Gouda issuing Rs.2000/- he thereafter remittted Rs.4000/- 
with the bank on 24-12-1999. He further stated that the 
manager of Aversa Branch has given a joint statement to 
the Regional Office about the incident on hand. His 
statement in further examination chief with reference to the 
documents at Ex.M 10 to 21 is as under :— 

“I now sec Ex. M. 10 it is the certification issued by 
the first party. Ex. Mil is the packing note for 
having sent Diamond Jubilee Certificate Book to 
the branch from Head Office. Ex. M12 is the Caste 
Certificate ledger. Ex. Ml 3 is the Cashier Scroll for. 
14-6-94. Ex. M14 is the list of officials working in 
vour branch with their specimen signatures. 
Ex. M15 is the extract of attendance register for 
the month of June 1994. Ex. Ml 6 is the confession 
letter given by the first party'. Ex. M17 is joint 
report given by myself and the Manager of the 
branch to the Regional Officer, Karwar Ex. M19 is 
the Challan for depositing Rs. 4000/- by the first 
party'. Ex. Ml9 is the letter given by Shri Shiva 
Sukru Gow da in the branch. Ex. M20 is the letter 
given by the manager to the regional office. 
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Ex. M21 is the receipt passed by the said SS Gowda 
for having received Rs. 4000. 

5. MW4 said to have been working as Chief Officer 
in Regional Office, Karwar in the year 1999, in his affidavit 
evidence stated that he was entrusted with the task of 
investigating the fraudulent issue of DJCC of Rs ; 2000 by 
Shri Gunaga. At paras 5. 7, 8 and 9 fie repeated the 
contention taken By the management in its Counter 
Statement and at Para 6 he stated as follows:— 

1. The DJCC does not bear on it the branch Serial 
number. 

2. The signatures appearing in the said DJCC do 
not tally with the signatures of the authorized 
signatories of the branch. 

3. During the period when the impugned DJCC was 
issued, the Bank had withdrawn the said deposit 
scheme and the said scheme was not in operation. 

6. In his further examination chief he stated that he 
has gone through the documents at Ex. M10 to M21 w hile 
conducting the investigation. MW5 said to be working as 
Senior Manager in Nodal Industrial Relation Cell at Regional 
Office, Udupi since February 2003 says that in the said 
capacity he is iooking after the industrial disputes writ 
petitions, disciplinary action etc. and therefore, he is 
conversant with the facts of the present case. Then he 
narrated the facts on the line of the contentions taken by 
the management in the counter statement. In his further 
examination chief he referred to a letter dated 23-12-1999 
said to have been given by the first party marked already at 
Ex. Ml6. He then referred to the proceedings Of the 
disciplinary authority and got marked at Ex. M22, 
Memorandum of appeal against the punishment order, 
proceedings of the appellate authority and order of the 
appellate authority were also marked at Ex. M23 to M25 in 
his above said statement. I would like to come to the 
documentary evidence relevant for the purpose relied upon 
by the management and the statements of MW3 to MW5 
and WW1 in their cross examination taken support of by 
the first party during the course of my discussion 
hereinafter as and when found relevant and necessary. 

7. Learned counsel for the management Shri BCP 
vehemently argued that the first party from the day one 
went on admitting the charges of misconduct levelled 
against him on 23-12-99 in his own hand writing in the 
chambers of Manager, Aversa Branch in the presence of 
Shri NR Bhat, Branch Manager and other officials of the 
bank when enquired about the issuance of DJCC marked at 
Ex. M10 before this tribunal admitted the charges levelied 
against him in writing at Ex. M16 and he deposited a sum of 
Rs. 4000/- through challen at Ex. M18 under his signature 
at Ex. Ml 8 (a) and when charge sheet was issued to him on 
2-2-2000 at Ex. M2 once again by his explanation dated 
11 -2-2000 at Ex. M3 he again admitted the guilt in so many 


words. He also pleaded guilty to the charges during the 
course of enquiry and on the ground that he pleaded 
guilty to the charges. He neither cross examined the 
management witnesses nor led his own defence. He 
submitted that during the course of personal hearing by 
the disciplinary authority, the first party once again made 
written submission on 244-2000 at Ex. M7 admitting the 
guilt requesting the Disciplinary Authority to taken 
lenient view. He also admitted the charges by way of his 
memorandum of appeal marked before this tribunal at 
Ex. M23 and therefore, it is based on his admission of 
guilt coupled with the oral and documentary evidence 
produced during the course of enquiry, findings were 
submitted by the enquiry officer holding him guilty of the 
charges. He submitted that the defence taken by the first 
party for the first time in his claim statement and then 
during the course of trial stating that the letter of admission 
dated 23-12-99 at Ex. M16 was obtained from him by the 
aforesaid officials of the bank under force, coercion, threat 
and the promise is an after thought stand taken by him 
just to come out of the clutches of the proceedings taken 
against him. Learned counsel submitted that if he had 
admitted the guilt only once and comes with such a stand 
one can understand that he must have done it under the 
circumstances stated by him. But hereafter giving the 
letter at Ex. M16 he submitted his explanation to the charge 
sheet admitting the guilt and during the course of enquiry 
also made a similar submission when charges were read 
out to him. He repeatedly admitted the guilt even during 
the course of personal heart ng and while filing the appeal 
and therefore, the defence taken by him is neither 
acceptable nor plausible and hence based on the 
admissions made by him from stage to stage it must be 
held that the charges of misconduct have been proved 
against him. He submitted that the oral testimony of MW3 
to MW5 must be relied upon in support of the 
documentary evidence namely the letters and explanation 
given by the first party admitting the guilt. Learned 
counsel cited the following 3 decisions to sustain his 
arguments. 

1. 1995 (I)LU 233 

2. 1995 (I)LU 1076 

3. AIR2000SC3129 

8 Whereas, learned counsel Shri V. Bhat 
representing the first party with equal vehemence argued 
that charges of misconduct have been not proved against 
the first party by ieading any fresh evidence and the 
management cannot be allowed to take the help of 
documents forming the part of the enquiry papers in 
proving the charges of misconduct as the DE proceedings 
itself are set aside by this tribunal on the ground that it 
was the enquiry not fair and proper. He submitted that 
even otherwise the confessional statement said to have 
been made by the first party, they rare are made bv him 
under threat, coercion and promise by the manager of 
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Aversa Branch and Sr. Branch Manager, N, R. Bhat and he 
being a sub-staff, it cannot be said that he did not yield co 
the pressure brough; upon Mm by these officers in 
obtaining the confessional statement reterre; 1 1 supra. He 
submitted that die explanation to the charges ket was again 
kept ready by the manager, Aversa branch and once again 
he was threatened to sign the said explanation voder force 
and promise He submitted that dun ng the course ' t enqui j v 
again the enquiry officer and the presenting officer who 
were officials of the management bank prevaile d upon Mm 
to plead guilty to the charges. He submitted that 
memorandum of appeal was also the one prepared by the 
manager, Aversa branch and therefore, these documents 
so to say confession statements relied upou by the 
management cannot be found basis in coining to the 
conclusion tha l the first party in reality admitted the ch,;rges 
of the misconduct. He submitted that the management 
should have produced fresh evidence alter DE was held to 
be unfair and improper either by way of circumstantial 
evidence or by w ay of direct evidence but in the instant 
case evidence of MW3 to 5 is neither a circumstantial 
evidence nor a direct evidence but a hear say evidence not 
to carry' any weight in the eye of law. He then referred to 
various circumstances and faclors brought out in the cross 
examination of MW3 to 5 to prove his point that the main 
allegations levelled against the first party that he issued 
DJCC receiving Rs. 2000 from Shiva Gouda under his own 
handwriting and forged the signatures of the officers of 
the bank on Ex. MiO have remained to be proved by the 
management miserably He submitted that the very' existence 
of DJCC at Ex M JO with the bank at a relevant point of time 
has been shrouded under mystery He contended that as 
on 1994 the deposit scheme by' way of DJCC was not at all 
in force as that scheme in the very words of the management 
and the statement ofMW4 had come to be abolished in the 
year 1986 itself. He also referred to the evidence of the 
aforesaid witnesses to suggest that those DJCCs were 
supposed to be in the custody of the manager not 
accessible by any officials of the bank much less a sub¬ 
stafflike the first party. He contended that the complaint at 
Ex. M19 itself has come into existence under suspicious 
circumstances just to connect the accused with the guilt 
This has been obtained by the officers of the bank on 
27-12*99 and whereas, the alleged statement of first party 
at Ex. M16 was taken from him on 23-12-99 long prior to the 
said complaint and the joint report of the then manager 
Shri Ganesh Rao and NR B hat at Ex. M17, it can never be 
made out that Shiva Gouda has paid a sum of Rs. 2000 to 
first party and he issued the certificate at Ex. MIO These 
two document never disclosed the above said fact in 
specific and positive words, that too, leaving lot of space 
between writing and the signature of Shri Shiva Gouda, 
with addition and interpretation, He submitted that the 
officers or officials working in the bank as on 14-6-1994, 
the date on which Ex. MIO was issued not at all produced 
before this tribunal to speak to the handwriting or the 
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forgery' committed by the first party in issuing the said 
certificate. He submitted that the chargesheet issued to 
the first party dated 2-2-2000 itself is based on hear say 
evider.ee. He submitted that the most competent and 
important witness to prove the allegations of charge sheet 
was the said Shiva Gouda and he was neither produced 
before the Enquiry Officer nor before this tribunal to speak 
to the charges or to the allegations that he paid Rs. 2000 /.-' 
to the first party and from him obtained Ex. MIO. Therefore, 
learned counsel submitted that the charges levelled against 
the first party have not been proved by sufficient, 
satisfactory and legal evidence and in the result he must 
succeed in getting the reliefs sought for by setting aside 
the pure hrnetit order Learned counsel in support of his 
argument that management must fail before this tribunal in 
not leading fresh evidence and to rely upon the material 
already brought during the course of enquiry' to prove the 
charges against the first party'. He cited the decision 
reported in 1967 SLR page 562, a decision in volume 71 FJR 
page 384 and a decision reported in AIR 1999 SC 698. in 
order to appreciate the respective contentions of the parties 
with reference to the evidence brought on record it will be 
worthwhile to bring on record the very charge sheet issued 
to the first party run as under:— 

Charge sheet 

It is reported against you as under:— 

That you have been working as Attender at our 
Basgod Branch since 2-2-1998 till you were placed 
under suspension vide order No, Susp./3/99/ZOU/ 
IRC dated 28-12-1999. Prior to that you were working 
as Attender at our Aversa Branch from 6-11-1982 to 
3-1-1998. While working in your position as such al 
Aversa Branch on 14-6-1994 you had issued one 
DJCC for Rs 2000/- in favour ofone Shri Shiva Sukuru 
Gouda without accounting Rs. 2000/- received from 
Shri Shiva Sukhru Gouda in the books of the branch. 
The following circumstances appear against y ou in 
respect of the above transaction. 

On 17-12-1999, one Shri Shiva Sukuru Gouda called 
on our Aversa Branch demanding repayment of DJCC 
standing in his name bearing printed serial number 
0364414 for Rs 2000/- with a maturity value of 
Rs. 4000/- and date of maturity' 14-12-1999. The 
branch officials however could not locate the entry 
porta uing to the said deposit receipt. In fact the 
branch had not issued any DJCC Further verification 
revealed that the said deposit receipt bearing printed 
serial No. 0364414 was out of the stock of DJCC Nos 
0364301 to 0364500 received from Head Office by the 
branch and the same was written by you and was 
bearing the forged signatures of the branch officials. 

When this matter was informed to you when you 
visited the branch on 23-12-1999, you confessed 
having issued the said deposit receipt to Shri Shiva 
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Sukru Gouda by accepting Rs. 2000/- from him on 
14-6-1994, You have also deposited Rs. 4000 at our 
Aversa Branch on 24-12-1999 for making payment to 
Shri Shiva Sukru Gouda being the maturity value as 
shown in the said DJCC. Aversa Branch has paid the 
amount to the party on 27-12-1999, 

The above circumstances indicate that you with a 
dishonest intention pilfered the DJCC No. 0364414 
from the stock held by the branch and by collecting 
Rs. 2000/-from Shri Shiva Gouda on 14-6-1994 issued 
the receipt in his name for Rs. 2000/- and without 
accounting the amount so received in the books of 
the branch, you misappropriated the said amount. 

By your above acts you committed acts of gross 
misconduct within the meaning of clause No. 19.5 of 
the Bipartite Settlement. 

We therefore, charge you for committing gross 
misconduct of ‘doing acts prejudicial to the interest 
of the bank’ vide clause No, 19.5 (j) of the Bipartite 
Settlement. 

You are advised to submit your written statement of 
defence if any, within 15 days from the date of receipt 
of the chargesheet by you.” 

9. Therefore, as could be read from the aforesaid 
chargesheet the three main allegations against the first 
party are that while working at Aversa Branch on 14-6-1994 
he issued one DJCC for Rs. 2000/- in favour of Shiva Gouda 
without accounting the same in the books of the branch. 
The next allegation is that the above said DJCC was written 
by first party and was bearing the forged signatures of the 
bank officials. The 3rd allegation is that on 23-12-1999 he 
admitted the guilt and deposited Rs. 4000/- on 24-12-99 at 
Aversa Branch to be paid to the said Shiva Gouda. 

10. As argued for the first party, the oral testi mony 
of MW3 to 5 before this tribunal failed to establish the 
aforesaid allegations against the first part}. First of all their 
evidence is a hearsay evidence and secondly none of them 
in their affidavits by way of examination chief has spoken 
to those facts. Undisputedly MW3 to 5 liave not worked at 
Aversa Branch as on 14-6-94 on which date DJCC at Ex. 10 
is said to have been issued by the first party receiving a 
sum of Rs. 2000/- from the said Shri Gouda. In his affidavit 
at para 7, MW3 stated that he and the manager observed 
the handwriting found on said certificate resembled the 
handwriting of Gunga (first party) who worked earlier in 
Aversa Branch as Attender. He stated that the Branch 
Manager after verifying the certificate with that of the 
handwriting of the first party informed the Regional 
Manager, Karwarby his letter dated 20-1-2000. First of all 
the then Branch Manager, Ganesh Rao has not been 
produced before this tribunal to support the above said 
statement of MW3 made in his examination chief. 
Sencondly admittedly MW3 did not work with Aversa 


Branch nor the first part) worked under him at the relevant 
point of time. This fact has been admitted by MW3 in his 
cross examination by saying that he did not know first 
part}’ personally and he was not working at the above 
said branch as on the date of the alleged incident. He 
then stated that he has not the first party either 
writing or signing the above said certificate Ex. M10 and 
he has not seen the first pany forging the signatures of 
the authorized signatories and the manager on Ex. M10. 
In his further cross examination he admitted that he is not 
. personally acquainted either with handwriting or the 
signature of the first part}’ except coming across his 
confessional letter at Ex, M16. He shown his ingnorance 
as to who filled up Ex, M10 and who signed it. However, 
he added to say that first part}’ himself told him about 
that. This portion cf the statement of MW3 has to be 
rejected as hearsay evidence. As far as from his earlier 
statement noted above, it can be very well said that he 
was not personally acquainted with the handwriting of 
the first part}’ nor of his signature nor he has been the 
witness for his writing and signatures, at Ex. M10. 
Therefore, the statement made by him in his affidavit at 
para 7 referred to supra that on his observation he found 
that the handwriting found on Ex. M10 resembled the 
handwriting of first party must be rejected as baseless 
and unreliable. The then Branch Manager, Shri Ganesh 
Rao who is said to have verified the handwriting as per 
the statement of MW3 would have been the person 
competent to speak to the said fret. Unfortunately he is 
not before this tribunal. The next witness on the point is 
MW4 said to have investigate irto the incident. First of 
all the fact that he did investigat ? in to the incident is not 
established before this tribunal. T nvestigation report itself 
is not produced. In his further e> imination chief he stated 
that he has gone through the documents at Ex. M2 to 21 
while conducting the investigation. In his cross 
examination he was to admit trot he has not recorded the 
statements of any witness except the aforesaid documents 
in his investigation. He admitted that he has not put any 
initial or signature anywhere certifying that he has seen 
those documents. Though he says that he drawn the 
proceeding of his investigation but not produced in the 
court. He admits that he has not obtained any writing 
from the first party or Shiva Gouda during his 
investigation. With regard to the writing and signatures 
of tne first part}’ MW3 admitted in his cross examination 
that the first party did not work under him and he has not 
seen him personally putting the signature on any paper 
nor writing any paper. He was to further admit that he has 
not seen the first party’ writing Ex. M10 so also taking 
money from Shiva Gouda. He further admitted that there 
is no direct evidence that the first party' stealthily remov ed 
Ex.MlO from DJCC bundle and issued it under the 
signature of Shiva Gouda. In fact he voluteered to say 
that Ex. M10 is written by the first party and he put his 
fake signature and the signature found on Ex. M10 is not 
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the signature of the first party. Similar is the fact with the 
statement of MW5. In his cross examination he admits that 
he has not seen the first party signing Ex. M10 nor receiving 
the amount from anybody nor he has seen him putting his 
signature or forged any signature. Therefore, on the point 
as to whether Ex. Ml 0 was written by the first party under 
his signature and that he forged the signatures of bank 
officials competent to issue the same remains to the 
substantiated in the oral testimony of MW3 to MW5. As 
noted above. * heir statements in cross examination would 
make it abundantly clear that they are absolutely unaware 
of the writing in Ex. M10, the alleged signature of the first 
party on that and the alleged forged signatures made by 
the first party. As argued for the first party; the best witness 
to speak to the above said facts would have been the then 
Assistant Manager and the branch manager Shri Genesh 
Rao who were competent to issue Ex. M10 and whose 
signatures are said to have been forged on Ex. M10. 
However, the management for the reasons best known to it 
did not produce either of them before this tribunal. On the 
point as to whether the first party received a sum of 
Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda and issued Ex. M10 again 
there is no evidence at all. MW 3 to MW5 are not the 
witnesses to the said allegations made against the first 
party; As noted above, MW3 in his cross examination 
admitted that he has not seen personally the first party 
receiving a sum of Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda. MW4 as 
noted above, has stated that he has not seen the first party 
writing Ex. M10 so also taking money from Shri Shiva gouda. 
MW5 in his cross examination stated that he has no 
personal knowledge of the facts and his evidence is based 
on the records 

11. Now, the 3rd allegation as noted above, against 
the first party is that he made a confessional statement on 
23-12-99 as per Ex. M16 in the presence of Shri Ganesh 
Rao, MW3 and other officials of the bank. The fact that the 
first party made such a statement has been admitted by 
him but with a rider that it has been obtained from him 
creating an atmosphere of fear in the presence of the officers 
of the Aversa Branch namely the said Ganesh Rao, the 
then manager Aversa Branch, NR Bhat, the then assistant 
manager, Aversa Branch, Shri Ganesh Kamath, Divisional 
Manager and Shri Anna Rao. Dy. Divisional Manager. His 
defence is that all of them make him to admit issuances of 
Ex. Ml 0 and receiving Rs. 2000/- from Shiva Gouda under 
force, coercion, promise and threat being held against him 
to hand over him to police incase he failed to give in writing 
admitting the guilt There are no good reasons brought on 
record not to attach due credence to the abov e said defence 
taken by the first party; On the other hand his averment at 
para 4 of the claim statement repeated by him at para 6 of 
the affidavit to the above effect have remained to be 
controverted and disputed by the management either in 
the counter statement or in the statements of MW3 to 5. In 
the Counter Statement it is not disputed that MW3 was 


present in the chambers of the Aversa Brand} manager 
when Ex. M16 was obtained. It is very' strange to note that 
MW3 examined before this tribunal uttered no single word 
in his affidavit refuting the facts narrated by the first party 
In his affidavit at para7. Although he admitted his presence 
in the' chambers of Aversa Branch Manager on the said 
date. Neither the said Ganesh Rao nor the other bank 
officials said to be present when the above said confession 
statement was given by the first party' are produced before 
this tribunal to speak to the fact the first party- gave his 
said statement voluntarily and not under the circumstances 
narrated tty him. As argued for the first party the best and 
competent witness to speak to the aforesaid allegations 
made against him namely. Shri Shiva Gouda was neither 
produced before the enquiry nor before this tribunal and 
therefore, adverse inference will have to be drawn for his 
non production and non examination. The only argument 
advanced for the management on that point is that customer 
of the bank need not be examined and learned counsel in 
this respect referred to a decision reported in AIR 2000 SC 
3028. The principle laid down in the said case in my humble 
opinion are not applicable to the present case. As could be 
read from the said decision, the charge of misconduct 
against the workman in the said case was proved in DE and 
there was evidence of branch manager and head cashier to 
say that they had actually seen the workman receiving the 
money from the customer. In the instant case the facts are 
altogether different. None has seen the first party either 
receiving the amount from said Shiva Gouda nor issuing 
Ex. M10 in his favour. Therefore, if really the management 
was sure enough of said Shiva Gouda receiving Ex. M10 
from the first party by paying a sum of Rs. 2000/- nothing 
prevented the management to produce him atleast before 
this tribunal. He was the only best and competent witness 
to speak the allegations made against the first party 
Therefore, his non examination must lead to adverse 
inference against the management as had he been produced, 
his statement would have gone against the management. 11 
is the caseof the management that on 17-12-1999 said Shiva 
Gouda visited Aversa Branch with Ex. M10 claiming 
maturity value of Rs. 4000/- and the then Assistant Manager 
namely MW3 after having verified the records could not 
locate the entry of issuance of the said certificate by the 
bank and asked Gouda to come to the bank after Ganesh 
Rao who the then manager joined the duty on the expiry of 
the leave period. There is no evidence worth credence 
brought on record except the statement of MW3 in his 
examination chief on the point. There is no written complaint 
by the said Gouda even after he met Ganesh Rao with 
Ex.MlO. The management relied uponEx.M19 saying that 
it was given by said Gouda on 27-12-1999. First of all if we 
go through the contents of Ex.M 19 it cannot be said that it 
is a complaint made against the first party-. The contents in 
fact are to the effect that he had received a sum of Rs.4000/ 
as a maturity value against Ex. Ml 0. Moreover, it just cannot 
be believed that complaint was obtained from said Gouda 
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after four or five days of obtaining the confessional 
statement from the first party on 23 -12-99. When there is 
no evidence to say that there was an oral complaint made 
to the then Branch Manager, Shri Ganesh Rao and Rao 
himself is not before this tribunal and when there is no 
complaint in writing by Gouda earlier to 23-12-1999 it is not 
understandable as to what made the bank officials to haul 
up the first party in getting the aforesaid statement at 
Ex.M16 on 23-12-1999 even before any complaint was 
lodged with the bank. That too when it is not disputed that 
the bank did not lodge any complaint with the police about 
the alleged incident. It is said that the Ganesh Rao and 
MW3 had sent a joint letter dated 23-12-1999 to the regional 
office after having obtained the statement of first party. It 
is very much interesting to note that in the said statement, 
no where, it is stated that the first party received a sum of 
Rs.2000/-from Shri Gouda and issued the certificate at 
Ex.M10. The story with regard to the existence of Ex.MlO 
with the Aversa Branch and its issuance to Gouda or to 
anybody for that matter, itself, is very much suspicious. 
The deposit scheme in respect to the said DJCCs as 
admitted in it by management itself came to an end in the 
year 1986 itself and it is again not in dispute that as on 
14-6-1994 such a scheme was not at all prevalent. Learned 
counsel for the first party challenged the very existence of 
such a DJCCs including Ex.MlO with the bank as on 
14-6-1994 and got support to his challenge from the very 
statement given by the management witnesses before this 
tribunal. Management produced Ex.Ml 1 said to be the 
packing note for having sent DJCCs book to the branch 
from head office. On this point MW3 in his cross 
examination was unable to make out from Ex.Ml 1 as to 
who received the book containing DJCCs admitting that 
there is over writing found at E'x.Ml 1(a) with regard to the 
number of the certificates mentioned therein. Then he was 
unable to say as to how many such certificates have been 
issued by the bank and what was the number of the last 
certificate and the date of issuance of last certificate. He 
was also unable to say as to from which period to which 
period those certificates came to be issued by the bank to 
the customers. He was unable to say upto what date those 
certificates were issued and how many certificates were 
left behind after the date of closure of the certificate. He 
said that in case of certificates remaining after the closure 
date they will be kept in the safe custody of the branch i .e. 
in the custody of the Manager and the Assistant Manager. 
He admitted he has not produced record of sending back 
the balance certificates to the head office so also the record 
destroying them. MW4 said to have been investigated the 
matter, in his cross examination says that he has not seen 
and verified the bundle of DJCC, with the bank and he 
cannot say that Ex. M10 is one missing from the said bundle. 
He is not aware whether those DJCCS, bundle with the 


said branch or not and he is also to aware of their existence 
itself nor has come across any complaint of missing of 
DJCC’S, bundle. Therefore, if we go by the statements of 
MW3 and MW4, the very existence of DJCC bundle 
consisting of Ex. M10 with the bank as on 14/6-1994 itself 
becomes highly doubtful. The scheme of issuing certificates 
came to be discontinued in 1986 itself i. e. about 8 years 
prior to 1994 and the management witnesses themselves 
are not aware where the DJCCs, left behind are after closure 
of the scheme and whether they were with the bank as on 
14-6-1994. The management to be on safer side has not 
produced the balance DJCCs, remaining with the bank after 
the closure of the scheme. Even the management did not 
take pains of atleast producing one such DJCC as a sample 
so as to be tallied with the DJCCS, at Ex. M10 in dispute 
before this tribunal. It is in this view of the matter we cannot 
brush aside lightly the arguments for the first party that 
Ex. M10 is not the DJCC consisting of DJCCs received by 
the bank and left over after closure of the scheme. The fact 
that DJCCs, even if they were with the bank were not 
accessible by the officials of the bank except the branch 
manager is again very much bought out in the cross 
examination of MW3 and MW4. In no uncertain words 
they have stated that they are supposed to be in <the safe 
custody of the Branch Manager and they are to be handled 
with jointly by the Assistant Manager and the Manager of 
the branch. Therefore, it is very difficult to believe the 
story of the management that the first party working as an 
Attender had an access to those DJCCs and could play 
mischief fry taking one out of them by issuing the same to 
said Gouda receiving the amount of Rs. 2000/- from him. 
The fact that Ex. M10 did not bear the branch serial number 
and that the maturity value itself is not correct has also 
come in the evidence of management witnesses. Therefore, 
it is also doubtful to say that the customer of the bank 
namely Gouda should rely upon the said certificate that 
too making payment with the Attender of the. Branch and 
remaining silent for a period of 5*^ Years. The conduct of 
said Gouda certainly was not natural thereby doubting the 
very story of the management about the issuance of 
Ex. M10 by the first party to said Gouda. 

12. Therefore, the evidence produced by the 
management before this tribunal to prove the allegations 
of charge sheet is neither legal, satisfactory or sufficient in 
as much as the statement of MW3 to MW5 as noted above. 

their statements in cross examination instead of helping 
the management go in favour of the first party. 

13. Learned counsel for the management without 
taking much help from the oral testimony of MW3 to W5 
before this tribunal was very much particular stressing upon 
the fact that the first party has admitted the guilt not at one 
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time but at many times and therefore, his defence now 
before this tribunal that he made those statements under 
coercion, force, threats or promise has to be discarded and 
charges of miconduct against him shall be taken to prove. 
Learned counsel for the first party on the other hand as 
noted above, argued that the alleged confessional 
statements including the statement made by the first party 
at Ex. M16 were all the documents forming part of record 
before the enquiry officer and therefore, when DE is set 
aside, they once again cannot be pressed into evidence 
before this tribunal in the name of fresh evidence to be led 
by the management to prove the charges of misconduct 
against the first party. He relied upon the principle laid 
down in this context in the aforesaid decisions of 1967 and 
1999 rendered by their lordship of Supreme Court Their 
Lordship in the first case ruled that if the DE held to be not 
fair, the management must produce the evidence afresh in 
the manner normally adduced before the tribunal and it is 
not the proper way to tender the record of evidence led 
before the DE and ask the tribunal to treat it as evidence 
before it. Their Lordship in the aforesaid Second case at 
para 26 of the said decision in this connection led down 
the principle as under:— 

“The record pertaining to the domestic enquiry 
would not constitute ‘fresh evidence’ as those 
proceedings have already been found by the Labour 
Court to be defective. Such record would also not 
constitute ‘material on record’ as contended by the 
counsel for the respondent within the meaning of 
Section 11A at the enquiry proceedings, on being 
found to be bad, have to be ignored altogether. The 
proceedings of the domestic enquiry could be, and 
were in fact relied upon by the management for the 
limited purpose of showing at the preliminary state 
that the action taken against the appellant was just 
and proper and that full opportunity of hearing was 
given to her in consonance with the principles of 
natural justice. This contention has not been 
accepted by the Labour Court and the enquiry has 
been held to be bad. In view of the nature of 
objections raised by the appellant, the record of 
enquiry held by the Management ceased to be 
‘material on record' within the meaning of Section 
11A of the Act and the only course open to the 
Manager was to justify its action by leading fresh 
ev idence as required by the Labour Court. If such 
evidence has been led, the management has to 
suffer the consequences.” 

14. Therefore, if we go by the above said 
observ ations of apex court, the so called confessional 
statement said to have been made by the first party in 
Ex. M16, M3 and M7 relied upon by the management 
now before this tribunal cannot be said to be ‘fresh 


evidence’ so as to be acted by this tribunal in order to 
prove the charges of misconduct against the first party. 
The management before this tribunal was required to 
lead fresh evidence not again and again harping upon 
the above said confessional statements made by the 
first party which have been retracted by the first party 
on the ground that they have been taken from him under 
force, coercion, threats and promise. As seen above, 
there is no independent oral or documentary evidence 
much less the evidence already brought on record to 
speak to the charges of misconduct leveled against the 
first party. The allegations made against him in the charge - 
sheet have remained to be proved by any circumstantial 
or direct evidence. The decisions cited on behalf of the 
management are not applicable to the facts and 
circumstances of the present case. In the first case of 
1995 the Labour Court set aside the dismissal order 
passed by the bank on the ground that amount of 
misappropriation has been paid back to the customer 
and that workman belonged to Schedule Tribe and the 
should be given an opportunity to reform himself. If he 
charges in the instant case were proved against the first 
party by any other evidence except his making payment 
of Rs. 4000/- as per Ex.M 18, then the principle laid down 
in the said ruling would have come into play not other¬ 
wise. In the second case i. e. D. Padmanabadhu Vs. Bank 
of India and Another, the charges of misconduct were 
proved and it was found that Labour Court was not 
correct in taking lement view on quantum of punishment. 
In the instant case charges are not proved. In the 3rd 
case, AIR 2000 SC 3129, their Lordship held the view 
that irrespective of the fact that misappropriated amount 
is small or large, reinstatement of the workman against 
whom charges of misappropriation has been proved was 
bad in law. Once again the principle laid down in the 
said case would have been applicable if charges were 
proved in the present case. Therefore, in the light of the 
above, I am of the considered view that the management 
has failed to establish the charges of misconduct leveled 
against the first party. Hence the reference is answered 
and following award is passed. 

AWARD 

The management is directed to reinstate the first 
party in service with full back wages from the date of 
dismissal fill the date of reinstatement, minus the 
amount already paid to him byway of Interim Relief 
with continuity of service and all other consequential 
benefits. No order to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 14th February, 2006) 

A. R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24th February, 2006 

S.O. 1066.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 347/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Indian 
Overseas Bank and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 24-2-2006. 

[No. L-12012/22/2004-IR(B-n)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOURCOUKT, CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 21st December, 2005 

PRESENT: K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 347/2004 

In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Indian Overseas Bank and their workman) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri K. Ragupathy : I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, : II Party/Management 
Indian Overseas Bank, 

Chennai. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman : M/s. C.R. Chandrasekaran. 

Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. N.G.R. Prasad, 
Advocates 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No. L-12012/22/2004-IR(B-II) dated 31-05-2004 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follow s:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 

Overseas Bank in terminating the services of Shri K. 

Ragupathy, Ex-messenger, Chennai is legal and 

justified? If not to what relief the workman is entitled 

to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No, 347/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
statement are briefly as follows 

The Petitioner joined the' services of Respondent/ 
Bank as messenger at Tiruthani branch on 2-2-96 and he 
has been posted to Manavala Nagar branch and again 
Tiruthani and also posted at Irungattukottai. He 
continuously worked from 2-2-96 to 31-5-2002 and he was 
asked orally not to report for duty from 1-6-2002 and no 
reason was assigned for his termination. Thus, the Petitioner 
has served long uninterrupted period of more than six years 
and therefore, the order of termination passed by the 
Respondent/Management is illegal and non-est. No 
compensation or no notice was given to him and therefore, 
the Respondent/Bank has not followed the mandatory 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. While serving the 
Respondent/Bank as messenger, the Petitioner’s duties 
included attending the clearing work of instrument to 
various banks and besides that he has gone to Regional 
Office/Central Office to deliver letters and also periodical ly 
bringing stationery' items from Regional Office and all these 
duties were performed by him besides performing other 
messengerial duties. He used to do the duties of cash 
peon and those of daftry like assisting cashier at the branch 
in stitching currency notes, transporting cash box to and 
for the safe room, stitching voucher bundles and stacking 
them chronologically. Further, the Petitioner has also 
attended clerical duties such as making entries in 
passbooks, writing of statements amd despatching letters. 
Since the Petitioner has worked continuously for more than 
six years the order of termination is illegal. Therefore, he 
prays this Tribunal to pass an award holding that the order 
of termination is illegal and prays for relief of reinstatement 
with effect from the date of termination and also 
consequential relief. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that the Petitioner was employed 
on daily wage basis at Irungattukottai branch of 
Respondent/Bank from 9-12-98 @ Rs. 40 for attending to 
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sundry works and attending as casual messenger for one 
way clearing. Since his appointment was irregular, he is 
not entitled to claim for regular post. No doubt, before 
engaging at Irungattukottai branch, he was engaged at 
Tiruthani branch and also at Manavala Nagar branch on 
daily wage basis. But, he was given work when only regular 
messenger was on leave. The Petitioner was an illegal 
entrant and he was disengaged from 31-5-2002 on the 
ground that regular candidate was appointed on 
compassionate grounds. The Petitioner was employed as 
additional messenger in addition to the messenger Mr. G. 
Dharman. It is false to allege that the Petitioner worked 
continuously in the Respondent/Bank. The Petitioner was 
engaged only for specific periods and therefore, he was 
neft employed continuously without any break. It is also 
false to allege that he has done clerical work in the 
Respondent/Bank, as per their policy decision the 
Respondent/Bank has taken only candidates sponsored 
by Employment Exchange and unfortunately, the 
Petitioner was not selected through this process. Since 
the Petitioner was engaged only on daily casual basis, he 
cannot claim reinstatement. The Supreme Court and High 
Courts have held that appointment to permanem service 
must be made in terms of recruitment rules and further, for 
the said purpose, there must exist a vacancy; and a person 
appointed through back door, that is not inconformity 
with the rules, cou Id not claim permanency' in service. 
Therefore, for all these reasons, the Respondent prays to 
dismiss the claim of the Petitioner with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in terminating the services of the 
Petitioner is legal and justified?” 

(ii) “To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

POINT NO. 1:— 

6. In this case, it is admitted fact that the Petitioner 
worked under Respondent/Management from 10-9-1998 to 
31-5-2002 and he has worked at Tiruthani, Manavala Nagar, 
Irungattukottai branches of the Respondent/Bank. The 
Petitioner examined himself as WW1 and he alleged that he 
has worked continuously without any interruption. Even 
though Sunday is a holiday, the Respondent paid wages for 
Sundays also. Further, even for other holidays, they have 
paid salary to him. Besides the work of messenger, the 
Petitioner alleged that he has done the work of clearing, 
stitching of cash bundles and vouchers and other works. It 
is his further evidence that every day, he starts from 
Sriperumputhur at 6.00 am and reaches Chennai and collect 
inward clearing and again return to Irungattukottai at 9.00 am. 
He further stated that he used to collect returned cheques 
outward clearing cheques and again come to Central Clearing 
Office. Then, he used to return to bank branch at 1.00 pm 
and he will do the work till 8.00 pm or the Manager leaves the 
branch. This evidence of the Petitioner has not been 


challenged by the Respondent and he was not cross 
examined by the Respondent, further, learned counsel for. 
the Petitioner argued that Petitioner filed an I. A. No. 23/2005 
for production of documents and sought for certain 
documents from the Respondent and this Tribunal had 
ordered for production of documents, but the Respondent/ 
Management has not produced the documents sought for 
by the Petitioner. The documents are charges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch of the Respondent/Bank 
during the period betw een February, 1996 and December. 

1998 charges vouchers maintained at Tiruthani branch of 
the Respondent/Bank relating to payment of wages 
received by Petitioner during the period between February . 
1996 and December. 1998; secondly; charges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch of the Respondent/Bank 
between February; 1996 and December, 1998; thirdly the 
Petitioner wanted charges register maintained at Tiruthani 
branch ui Lhe Respondent/Bank during the period between 
December. [998 and May, 2002. Similarly; he wanted charges 
vouchers- maintained at Tiruthani branch of the 
Respondent/Bank representing payment of wages received 
by Petitioner during the period between December. 1998 
and May, 2002 and he also wanted charges register 
maintained at Tiruthani branch of the Respondent/Bank 
during the period between December. 1998 and May . 2002 
letter written by Irungattukkotai branch to Thiruthani 
branch dated 25-3-2000 regarding Petitioner's work as 
messenger; and he sought fof a letter in reply written by 
Tiruthani branch to Irungattukottai branch dated 25-3-2000 
detailing the Petitioner’s work at Tiruthani branch and 
Manavalanagar branch as temporary' messenger. But the 
Respondent/Bank has not produced any document nor 
stated any valid reason for not producing these documents. 
Under such circumstances, the Petitioner has established 
that he has worked for more than six years continuously in 
the Respondent/Bank as a messenger and therefore, the 
oral disengagement by the Respondent/Bank was without 
following the mandatory' provisions of I.D. Act, which is 
illegal and void ab initio. Learned counsel for the Pet itioner 
further relied on the rulings reported in 1994 II LLJ 320 
RAJESH KUMAR AND OTHERS VS. STATE OF MAD YA 
PRADESH AND OTHERS wherein the High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh in a case where the question arises with 
regard to appointment was invaiidly made or not in that 
case, it has held that “even if the Petitioners were 
considered probationers in that case too compliance with 
Section 25F was mandatory” and the Division Bench further 
held that “invalid appointment is not one of the exceptions 
found in Section 2(oo) of the Act. Any termination not 
falling under any of the exclusionary' clauses of the said 
section would amount to clear retrenchment and for such 
termination compliance of pre-requisites of Section 25F is 
necessary” and it ordered that order of termination and 
notice is illegal. Relying on this decision, learned counsel 
for the Petitioner contended that even assuming that 
Petitioner was appointed as temporary' messenger on daily 
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basis, the termination of the Petitioner without following 
the mandatory provisions is illegal, void and ab initio and 
therefore, the Petitioner is entitled to the prayer of 
reinstatement and also the relied claimed by him. 

7. As against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that in 1999IILLJ1173 CALCUTTA 
TRAMWAYS COMPANY LTD. AND OTHERS VS. 
RAMESH AND 17 OTHERS, the Calcutta High Court has 
held that "appointment to permanent service must be in 
terms of recruitment rules and for the said purpose there 
must exist a vacancy. A person appointed through back 
door that is not inconformity with the rules, could not claim 
permanency in service/’ In this case, the Petitioner has 
not been appointed as per recruitment rules of Respondent/ 
Bank and his appointment is only illegal. Under such 
circumstances, he cannot claim the relief of reinstatement. 
Further, he was appointed only as a daily wager and 
therefore, the relief of reinstatement cannot be given to the 
Petitioner. 

8. On considering the facts adduced by WW1 and 
considering the fact that the Respondent has not produced 
the documents ordered by this Tribunal, I find if those 
documents are produced before this Tribunal, it will prove 
the case of the Petitioner and that is why, the Respondent 
has not produced these documents. In such circumstances, 
it is clear that the Petitioner has established his contention 
that he has worked as a messenger in the Respondent/ 
Bank from the year 1996 till his termination namely 
31-5-2002. Thus, he has worked for more than six years and 
while terminating his services, the Respondent has not 
followed the mandatory provisions of Section 25F of the 
I.D. Act. Thus, I find the action of the Respondent/Bank in 
terminating the services of the petitioner is illegal and not 
justified. 

POINT NO. 2 — 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled? 

9. In view of my foregoing findings, I find the order 
of termination passed by the Respondent/Management is 
not legal and justified and the Petitioner is entitled to the 
relief of reinstatement into service. But, with regard to back 
wages, there is no evidence from the side of the Petitioner 
that he has been without any job from the date of termination 
till this date. Even though the Petitioner is entitiled to back 
wages, ends of justice would be met with, if half of the back 
wages is ordered to the Petitioner in the circumstances of 
this case. No Costs. 

10. ^hus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 21 st December, 2005.) 

K. J AYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Party/Petitioner: WW1 Sri K Raghupathv 

For the Respondent/ 

Management : None 

Documents Marked:— 

On either side : Nil 
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New Delhi, the 24thFebruary, 2006 

S.O. 1067. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award Ref. (33/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Bangalore as shown in the Annexnre in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of Canara Bank and 
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
24-2-2006. 

'{No. L-12012/64/2002-IR(B-lD] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CU M-LABOUR COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated: the 16th February, 2006 

PRESENT: 

Shir A.R. S1DDIQUI, Presiding Officer 

C.R. NO. 33/2002 

IParty II Party 

Shri H. Govinda Swamy, The Dy. General Manager, 
No. 620, 1 ‘A’ Main Road, Canara Bank, 

Meenakshi Nagar, Circle Office, ^ 

KHB Colony, Magadi Road, M.G. Road, 

Bangalore-560079 Bangalore-560001 
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AWARD 


1. The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2 A of the Section 10 
of tire Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this dispute 
vide order. No. L-12012/64/2002-IR(B-II) dated 10th July 
2002 for adjudication on the following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“whether the management of Canara Bank is justified 
by dismissing Shri H. Govindaswamy, Clerk, from 
service w.e.f. 8-7-2000? If not, what relief the later is 
entitled to and from which date. 

2. While, challenging the dismissal order, and the 
findings of the enquiry holding him guilty of the charges 
of misconduct, the first party in his Claim Statement also 
challenged the enquiry proceedings on various grounds 
interalia contending that enquiry conducted against him 
was biased in favour of the management and that it was 
conducted in violation of principles of natural justice 
denying him sufficient opportunity to defend himself in 
the enquiry. The management by its Counter Statement 
however, maintained and asserted that a reasonable 
opportunity was given to the first party to defend himself 
and he infact attended enquiry proceedings by cross- 
examining the management witnesses and leading his own 
defence evidence and therefore, the enquiry was in 
accordance with principles of natural justice. Keeping in 
view the respective contentions of the parties, this tribunal 
on 7-6-2004 framed a preliminary issue as under:— 

“Whether the Domestic enquiry conducted against 
the first party by the Second Party is fair and 
proper”? 

3. During the course of trial of the said issue, the 
management examined enquiry officer as MW1 and got 
marked 9 documents at Ex. Ml to M9. First party examined 
himself as WW1 without getting marked any document. 
After hearing the learned counsels for the respective parties 
on the above said issue, this tribunal by its order dated 
29-6-2005 recorded a finding to the effect that DE conducted 
by the management against the first party 7 is fair and proper. 
Thereupon the matter was posted to hear the respective 
counsels on the point of alleged perv ersity' of the findings 
and the quantum of the punishment. Learned counsel for 
the first party submitted his Written Argument as well as 
advanced oral arguments. Learned counsel for the 
management made his oral arguments. 

4. Learned counsel for the first party' in his argument 
attacked the findings of the enquiry' as perverse and 

arbitrary on many grounds making reference to the oral 

and documentary evidence produced during the codrsc of 
enquiry. He contended that out of 9 witnesses examined to 

prove the charges, 6 witnesses were the officials of the 
bank and 3 witnesses were Courier Staff. They have all 
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favoured the management being interested witnesses He 
contended that the witness, MW 1 though was on leave on 
15-5-1998, his statement was relied upon, statements of 
MW2, Smt. Leela Sudhakar was also acted upon despite 
her admissions about the irregularities found in the letter 
at Ex. M9 sent to the management branch from French 
Express Courier service run by the said lady. He contended 
that enquiry 3 4 * * 7 officer was also not right in relying upon the 
testimony of MW 3 and MW4, the courier staff keeping in 
view their statements in cross-examination and he referred 
to their relevant statements. He also contended that the 
statements of MW5 and MW8 the officers of the bank in 
giving their joint statement and the Ex. MEX. 11 to the 
Investigation Officer was not worth credence as they were 
not examined by the Investigation Officer MW9 and that 
their statements speaking to the fact that account holder 
Smt. Sarala Amalorapavam who realized the amount in 
question had given the name of the first party' before the 
Police was an hearsay evidence and not to be acted upon 
being made before the police and that the statement not 
being recorded by the Investigation Officer. Learned 
counsel submitted that the bill/invoice at Ex. MEX. 10 
submitted by the said Courier service on 2-6-1998 is not a 
reliable document due to omission of five covers taken by 
them on 15-5-98 and double entry 7 of cover sent of Tumknr, 
Likewise MEX 9 should no t have been considered being a 
fabricated document issued by the Courier service on 
26-10-98 after the incident was noticed by' the bank. He 
submitted that the statement of MW9 as Investigation 
Officer and his report would make it clear that the then 
Manager, Shri Guruprasad had responded to the branch 
officer with IB A No. 14706 dated 19-5-1998 under the 
instruction of Shri B.G. Kini, Sr. Manager without following 
the guidelines of the circular dated 29-4-94 and circular 
dated 31-1-1997 where under the branch was supposed to 
have a close watch over the newly opened accounts during 
the first six months specially the transactions amounting 
to huge amounts and that in the case of transaction 
involving OSC’s involving Rs. 10 lakhs and above, the 
bank was supposed to remit the realization proceeds through 
crossed demand draft only. He contended that the enquiry 
officer simply ignored those two circulars and also the 
observations made by MW1 in his Investigation Report 
passed against Shri Guruprasad and Kini who were the 
main responsible persons in causing loss to the bank to 
the tune of Rs. 18 lakhs and more in disregard to the above 
said circulars and guidelines issued by the head office of 
the management. He submitted that a poor clerk namely 
the first party, who was working only in a tappal branch 
has been implicated by issuing the chargesheet for the 
alleged misconduct and those officers of the bank who 
actually cleared the payment in favour of said Smt. Sarala 
within 20 days of opening of fresh account with the 
Kunningham branch have been left of and Shri Kini has 
been sent him by giving him the benefit of VRS. His next 
contention was that merely because first party' remained 
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absent from duty, that too, on leave and rejoined the duty 
by producing a Anticipatory Bail order, the management 
cannot jump to the conclusion that the first party since 
was involved in the incident did not attend the bank 
absconding himself till the date he received the 
Anticipatory Bail order. Learned counsel submitted that 
the charges against the first party that he handed over 
only 14 covers to the Courier staff MW4 on 15-5-98 holding 
back the cover containing the cheque in question without 
sending it to the main branch, Bellary and that on 
16-5-1998 when another courier boy MW3 visited the 
bank handed over him other two covers including one 
containing the cheque and thereafter made a false entry in 
the courier inward register at Ex. M 18 making it to appear 
that advice for the said cheque has been received, was not 
worth credence and reliable and even otherwise it cannot 
be said that he perpetrated fraud on the bank in order to 
see that said Smt. Sarala received the amount from the 
bank against the cheque tendered by her. Therefore, learned 
counsel submitted that the findings of the enquiry holding 
the workman guilty of the charges of misconduct in playing 
fraud upon the bank in getting the above said cheque 
amount released in favour of said Smt. Sarala were not at all 
based on sufficient and legal evidence and therefore, 
suffered from perversity and in the result the dismissal 
order passed on the basis of those findings is illegal and 
void abinitio and therefore, first party is entitled to the 
relief sought for. 

5. Whereas, the learned counsel for the management 
in his written arguments submitted that the evidence 
brought on record before the enquiry officer in the oral 
testimony of 9 witnesses and 18 documents marked at Ex. 
MEX. 1 to 18, was legal and sufficient to prove the charges. 
His arguments was that almost all the allegations made in 
the charge sheet have been proved and established beyond 
reasonable doubt and the findings submitted by the enquiry 
officer holding the workman guilty of the charges are 
supported by the evidence brought on record and by 
cogent reasonings given by him in coming to the aforesaid 
conclusion. He invited attention of this tribunal to the the 
evidence brought on record before the enquiry officer and 
the findings given by him in holding the workman guilty of 
the charges. 

6. On the point of quantum of punishment in the 
cases of misappropriation of the funds of the bank, learned 
counsel cited the following rulings: 

1. 2004 107 FJRP 535 SC 

2 AIR 2000 SC P 3129 

3. 1995 (l)LUKarP. 233 

4. 1995 (ljLLJDB KarP 1076 

5. 1998 SCX (L&S)P 1129SC 

6. AIR 2000 SC P 3028 

7. 1999 (2)LLJP155SC 


7. In order to appreciate the respective contentions 
of the parties it is worthwhile to bring on record the very' 
charge sheet issued against the first party running as 
under:— 

Charge Sheet 

“You are working as a Clerk at our LB & PSM 
Section, Circle Office, Bangalore, since 16th 
November 1998. Earlier your were workingas Cleric 
at our Cunningham Road Branch, Bangalore, from 
10-1-1997 to 3-11-1998. On 15-5-1998, you were 
handling the tappal department at our Cunningham 
Road Branch, Bangalore. On that day, you had 
delivered 14 covers to the representative of 
M/s. French Express Courier, Shri Arokya Rajan 
who had acknowledged for having collected 14 
items. There were actually 16 covers on that day 
to be delivered to the Courier, out of which 3 covers 
meant for Chickballapur w ere put in a single cover, 
making the total number of covers to 14. Under S r. 
No. 16 you have cancelled the original entry' of 
OSC 27315/98 against the cancelled entry of SI. 
No, 16 in the Courier Register. On 16-5-1998, when 
a different courier boy, namely Shri Pradeep from 
M/s. French Express Courier had come to take 
delivery of the courier covers, you have compelled 
the courier boy to alter the figures of previous 
dayi.e. 15-5-98 to 14+2=16. The courier boy had 
altered the figure as instructed by you. The courier 
agency have also confirmed non receipt of any 
cover addressed to Main Branch, Bellary, on 
25-5-1998, w hich was evident from the list given 
by them containing the details of the covers 
received by the courier agency during the month 
of May 1998. Apart from this while deposing 
before the police authorities, Smt. Sarala 
Amalorpavan, Customer having SB account No. 
31957 with our Cunningham Road Branch, 
Bangalore, in the presence of Shri T. M. Bhat, 
Chief Manager, Shri D. Muralinarayan, Senior 
Manager, has/stated that you have assured your' 
assistance in encashing the cheque for Rs. 18.50 
lakhs which was sent f or collection by the branch 
on 15-5-1998 for credit of her account. You have 
absconded immediately after the fraud came to 
light and the police were on the look out for you, 
suspecting your involvement in the fraud. You 
remained absent from duties from 9-10-1998 to 2- 
11-1998 and produced a copy of the anticipatory 
bail obtained by you on the date of joining duties. 
The alterations in the Tappal Register, the 
statement of Courier boy that you got 
acknowledgement for the disputed cheque on a 
later date, the depositions of the account holder 
before the police authorities in the presence of 
branch officials and your absconding from the 
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duties besides obtaining anticipatory bail lead us 
to believe that you have actively involved in the 
perpetration of fraud on the bank. Thus, you have 
acted in a manner which is unbecoming of a bank 
employee, by assisting the party to fraudulently 
withdraw a sum of Rs. 18.47 lakhs from her SB 
account out of a non existent/non realized 
collection item. You have thus exposed the bank to 
huge financial losses. An explanation in this regard 
was called from you vide staff section (O) Circle 
Office, Bangalore letter No. BLC: SSO:5034:EP:99 
dated 1-1-1999 and the reply submitted by you w as 
neither convincing nor satisfactory. You have thus 
committed gross misconduct within the meaning 
of Chapter XI Regulation 3 Clause (1) of Canara 
Bank Service Code. Your actions being prejudicial 
to the i merest of the bank, you have also committed 
gross misconduct within the meaning of Chapter 
XI Regulation 3 Clause (m) of Canara Bank Service 
Code/’ 

8. From the reading ofthe above said charge sheet, 
it can be seen that there are mainly 4 set of allegations 
levelled against the first party to substantiate the 
misconduct committed by him for the realization of the 
amount in question in favour of said Smt. Sarala. Now let 
us see what are the reasonings assigned by the Enquiry 
Officer in coming to the conclusion that all the aforesaid 4 
allegations made against the first party have been proved 
against him to point out that he was invok ed in getting the 
cheque amount released in favour of Smt. Sarala cleared 
from the bank. The fact undisputed are that on 15-5-1998 a 
cheque bearing No. 206497 dateed 11-5-1998 for Rs. 18.50 
lakhs drawn on Syndicate Bank Market Road, Bellary was 
deposited for collection in SB account No. 31957 of Smt. 
Sarala Amalorpavam and cheque was lodged against OSC 
No. 27315/98 and the realization proceeds purported to 
have been sent by the Bellary Main Branch by IB A 14706. 
dated 19-5-1998 were found to be fraudulently withdraw n 
by said Smt. Sarala. The main allegation against the first 
party by the management is that w hile he was dealing with 
Tappal Courier department on 15-5-1998 he delivered 14 
covers to the Courier boy of French Express Courier by 
name Shri Arogya Swami and the boy after having colleted 
those 14 covers acknowledged for having received the 
same. The management contended that originally there were 
16 covers on that day out of which 3 covers were meant to 
Chickballapur were put in single cover making the total as 
14 covers and they w ere handed over to said courier boy. It 
is alleged that the first party cancelled entry against Sr. No. 
16 in the Courier register addressed to main branch, Bellary 
and on 16-5-98 when a different courier boy, Pradeep came 
to take delivery of the courier covers he compelled him to 
alter the figures of the previous day (15-5-98) as courier 
covers handed over were 14+2=16 and the courier boy 
obliged the first party in altering the figures. It is further the 


case of the managements that thereupon in the courier inward 
register the first party made a false entry purporting to the 
receipt of the advice from main branch Bellaiy for clearance 
of the cheque and it is based on that entry' proceeds of the 
cheque were released by the bank and were realized by Smt. 
Sarala and thereby the first party played fraud upon 
the bank causing loss to the tune of Rs. 18.50 lakhs. The 
other two allegations as noted above, are that he remained 
absent from duty from 9-10-1998 to 2-11-1998 after the 
incident came to light and rejoined the duty by producing 
anticipatory bail. The next allegation is that said Sarala 
in the presence of MW 5 and MW 8, the Manager and the 
Sr. Manager made statement before the police involving 
the first party in helping her to realize the said cheque 
amount. 

9. After making refernce to the statements of MW 1 
to 9 in detail along with the documents at Ex. MEX 1 to 18, 
the learned enquiry officer under the heading ‘analysis of 
evidence and findings’ from pages 13 to 16 assigned the 
following reasonings in holding the workman guilty of the 
charges. 

Analysis of Evidence and Findings 

I have perused the charge sheet, proceedings of the 
enquiry, depositions and documentary evidence 
brought on record during the course of the enquiry 
and after careful consideration of the evidence, 
findings are as under 

It is not disputed that Shri H. Govindaswamy was 
working in the Tappal Department at Cunningham 
Road, Bangalore branch on 15-5-98. AsperMEX-4, 
i. e. the statement of Shri H Govindaswamy; he has 
admitted that he was working in the Tappal 
Department during the relevant period. It is on record 
that on 15-5-98 Shri H. Govindaswamy had delivered 
14 covers to the Representative Shri Arokia Rajan of 
M/s. Amrutha Associates, Franchise of M/s. French 
Express Courier, who had acknow ledged for having 
colleted 14 items. 

It is also allged that on 16-5-1998 when Shri Pradeep. 
Courier boy had come to take delivery of the courier 
covers. Shri H. Govindaswamy had compelled the 
courier boy to alter the figures of previous day, i.e. 
15-5-1998 and ‘14+2=16’. Shri Pradeep had altered 
the figures as instructed by him. The Courier Agency' 
has confirmed non receipt of any cover addressed to 
Bellary Main branch on 15-5-98. Apart from this, 
Smt. Sarala Amalorpavam had informed the police 
authorities during her interrogation about the 
involvement of Shri H. Govindaswamy encashing 
the cheque for Rs. 18.50 lakhs which was .sent for 
collection of the branch on 15-5-98 for credit of her 
account. Thereafter, he absoconded immediately 
after the fraud came to light and remained absent 
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from duties from 9-10-98 to 2-11-98 and after obtaining 
anticipatory bail, he joined the duties. 

The Investigation Officer, Shri V R. Iyengar, who 
has been examined as MW 9, has confirmed the 
involvement of Shri H. Govindaswamy for the 
reasons that there were alterations in the Courier 
Register with regard to the covers handed over the 
courier boy. The cover to be sent to Bellary main 
branch was not actually handed over to the courier 
boys on 15-5-98 and on the next day i.e. 16-5-98 Shri 
H. Govindaswamy froced the courier boy Shri 
Pradeep to alter the number of covers and affix his 
signature. Apart from this, Shri H. Govindaswamy 
had made in entry in the inward Courier Regsister, as 
if a branch advice was received from Bellaiy vide 
MEX. 18. Shri H. Govindaswamy also remained 
absconding from duties from the day the branch 
registered a police complaint and when the police 
were in search of him, and only after obtaining the 
anticipatory bail, the CSE has reported for duties 
and his enquiries with Bellaiy branches reveal that 
they have not received the OSC purported to have 
been sent by Cunningham Road Branch to this 
regard. 

The above facts made the I.O. to come to the 
conclusion about the involement of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy in the fraudulent encashment of 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs. MEX. 1, the investigating Report 
submitted by Shri V. R. Iyengar clearly shows that 
Smt. Sarala Amalorpavam opened a SB account with 
the assurance by Shri H. Govindaswamy that he 
would help/assist in encashing the cheque of 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs with an intention to cheat the Bank. 
The party was already having an account at our 
Fraser Town, Bangalore branch. The cheque No. 
204697 drawn on SB account holder of Syndicate 
Bank. Bellary, lodged under OSC 27315/98 on 15-5-98 
was never sent to Bellary branch. Shri H. 
Govindaswamy managed to add the courier cover 
entry in the Outward Courier Register after entry of 
the 14th cover and forced the courier boy on 16-5-98 
to change the number as ‘14+2=16’ to suit his 
convenience. The alterations in the serial numbers 
in the outward register are made by Shri H. 
Govindaswamy. The I.O. is of the view that since the 
cheque is not at all sent to Bellary, in all probability, 
Shri H. Govindaswamy has parted with the Branch 
Advice (computer stationery ) with an intention to 
commit fraud. The report is also clear that Shri H. . 
Govindaswamy has managed to enter the branch advice 
with® A No. 14706 dated 19-5-98 for Rs. 18.50 lakhs in 
the inward courier register which is in his own 
handwriting, to impress that it came in the normal course 
in the courier tappal and thereafter sent to the concerned 
section for delivery against acknowledgement. In 
addition to this, the Inward courier covers 
and acknowledgement slips are not maintained 


by Shri H. Govindaswamy has taken advantage of 
certain loopholes in the internal control of the 
branch, and taken advantage in perpetration of 
fraudulent withdrawal ofRs. 18.50 lakhs in collusion 
with others. 

During the investigation it is confirmed that the 
courier boys, at the instance of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy, Shri Pradeep has added ‘+2 ’ and put 
his signature without rounding off the number, and 
in fact, he had not received any cover from Shri H. 
Govindaswamy on 16-5-1998. MEX-1 clearly shows 
the involvement of Shri H Govindaswamy in the 
fraudulent withdrawal of Rs. 18.50 lakhs. MEX. 2 dated 
15-5-98 shows an entry of OSC 27315/98 of Bellaiy' 
Main, which is in the handwriting of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy. 

The depositions of Shri Pradeep, the courier boy 
clearly shows that at the instance of Shri H. 
Govindaswamy, he added ‘+2’ in the register and 
signed the same without rounding off the entry, 
which normally he does for the covers received by 
him. Since Shri H. Govindaswamy had insisted on 
him to write, he has written the same in MEX.2. 
Similarly, Shri Arokia Rajan, the other courier boy in 
his statement has confirmed that he has received 14 
covers on 15-5-98 from Shri Govindaswamy, and 
accordingly, he has signed and the signatures are 
appealing on MEX 2. During the cross examination 
also, he has confirmed that he has received only 14 
documents and as such, he has written 14 and 
thereafter put his signature. He had emphatically 
confirmed that at the time of receiving it was only 14 
documents as mentioned by him. Apart from this, 
Smt Leela Sudhakar, proprietress of M/s Amrutha 
Associates, Franchise of M/s. French Express, 
Courier division, clearly confirmed that Shri Pradeep 
the courier boy had informed her that when he had 
called on the branch on 16-5-1998, fbr deliveiy, 
he was asked by Shri H. Govindaswamy, Clerk to 
add ‘+2 ’ in respect of the previous days entry which 
was received by Shri Arokia Rajan, the other courier 
boy. Initially Shri Pradeep had declined to concede 
to his request, but at the instance of Shri’ H. 
Govindaswamy he had added ‘+2’ without rounding 
off the number, stating that after ascertaining from 
Shri Arokia Rajan, he would round off the same. 

In the cross examination also, Smt. Leela Sudhakar 
has confirmed the same and MEX-9, the letter dated 
26-10-1998 addressed to Cunningham Road Branch 
which is signed by her, gives the correct version, 
and the same was prepared after due verification with 
her manager and records. Though th£re are some 
discrepancies in the version of MEX-10, MEX-9 gives 
the correct version. The depositions of Smt. Leela 
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Sudhakar, corroborated by the depositions of 
Shri Pradeep and Arokia Rajan and the documentary 
evidence marked during the enquiry, clearly establish 
that Shri Pradeep, at the instance of Shri 
H. Govindaswamy, has added ‘+2’ to the entry' of 
15-5-98 wherein the OSC No. 27315/98 is added 
without handing over the covers to the courier boy. 
It is also corroborated by the depositions of Shri V.R. 
Iyengar (M W9) and as per his report MEX-1. 

The depositions of Shri T.M. Bhat and Shri 
D. Muralinarayanan, MW5&8, respectively, shows 
that both were interrogated by the police authorities. 
They have also confirmed that during the 
interrogation of Smt. Sarala by the police, she had 
initially declined to name the bank official who had 
assisted her for obvious reasons. However, on 
persistent interrogation by the police, Smt. Sarala 
has revealed the name of Shri H. Govindaswamy who 
had assisted here in encashing the cheque for 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs in the presence of Shri T.M. Bhat and 
Shri D. Muralinarayanan. MEX-11, the joint statement 
given by these officials clearly shows that Smt. Sarala 
in fact, informed the truth and involvement of Shri 
H. Govindaswamy in encashing the cheque for 
Rs. 18.50 lakhs. Apart from this, MEX-12, the letter 
of Bellary Main branch dated 21-11-98 clearly shows 
that OSC No. 27315/98 purported to have been sent 
by Cunningham Road Branch, was not received by 
them and IBA No. 14706 does not pertain to the 
transaction on 19-5-98. In fact, the said IBA number 
was given to Bidar Branch for realization of 
Tungabhadra GrameenaBank DD/BAR dated 16-5-98. 
They have emphatically confirmed that the OSC No. 
27315/98 dated 15-5-98 purported to have been sent 
from Cunningham Road, Bangalore branch was 
neither received by them nor the said branch adv ice 
emanated from Bellary Main branch. This clearly 
shows that being the Tappal Clerk, Shri 
H. Govindaswamy has managed to make an entry in 
the courier register for having sent the cover, which 
contained the cheque to Befiary Main branch, which 
infact was not done and the cover was not at all sent 
to Bellary' main Branch. Apart from this, his 
handwriting in MEX-18 tor having received the OSC 
realization proceeds which is in his own handwriting, 
also confirms his involvement in this regard. 

It is on record that the branch has lodged a police 
complaint on 9-10-98 about the fraudulent 
encashment ofRs. 18.50 lakhs. Incidentally, it is also 
on record that Shri H. Govindaswamy has remained 
absent unanthorisedly and he was absconding 
thereafter. MEX-1, MEX 16 & 17 clearly show s that 
Shri H. Govindaswamy remained absent from 
9-10-98 to 2-11 -98 for obvious reasons, and only after 
obtaining anticipatory'bail, he has joined dutcis and 
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produced the anticipatory bail. This clearly shows 
that from the date of lodgement of police complaint 
by the branch the CSE remained absent and his 
contention that he had gone to Chickmagalur in order 
to recover the cancard liability from one Shri Hiriyanna 
Gowda, is only an after thought, just to avoid the 
responsibility. The production of copies of bus 
tickets and counterfoil for having remitted Rs. 2000 
in the account of Shri M. Hiriyanna Gowda does not 
absolve him of the charges proved against him. I(t 
fact, Shiri Govindaswamy in his reply to the bank has 
stated that he was not well and as such, he remained 
abent. However, at this juncture, he has stated that 
he had gone to Chickmagalur in order to recover Die 
Cancard liability as per the instructions of Die Senior 
Manager and branch officials. However, Shri T.M. 
Bhat Chief Manager and Shri D. Muralinarayanan. 
then Sr. Manager have emphatically denied for having 
permitted Shri H. Govindaswamy to visit 
Chickmagalur in order to recover Die cancard liability 
from Shri Hiriyanna Gowda. Therefore, Die contention 
of tlie CSE for remaining absent particularly during 
the period and after lodging the complaint by the 
branch, does not merit any consideration. 

For the reasons stated supra, and taking into account 
the documentary' evidence brought on record, it is 
clearly established the involvement of 
H. Govindaswamy in encashing a cheque of Rs. 18.50 
lakhs from the account of Smt. Sarala Ainalorpavam, 
thereby exposing the Bank to huge financial loss. 
Therefore, I have no hesitation in coming to the 
conclusion that the charges levelled against 
H. Govindaswamy has been conclusively established 
and he has committed gross misconduct as mentioned 
in the chargeshect. The above acts of 
H. Govindaswamy are prejudicial to the interest of 
the Bank which are serious in nature, and therefore, 
he has also committed gross misconduct in this 
regard.” 

p 10. Now therefore, in the light of the above, findings 
of the enquiry officer supported by evidence and 
reasonings and in view of the fact that DE is held to be fair 
and proper a very heavy burden cast upon Die first party 
to establish before this tribunal that findings suffered from 
perversity. As could be seen, it is neither the case of ‘no 
evidence’ or ‘no legal evidence’. As many as 9 witnesses 
were examined for the management including two Chief 
Managers, namely MW5 and MW8 apart from the 
Investigation Officer, MW9. On Die first allegation that Die 
first party' made alteration in the courier register with regard 
to the covers handed over to the courier boys namely, 
MW3 and MW4, there is ample and sufficient evidence 
brought in the statements of the said two witnesses 
supported by the statement of MW2, Smt. Lecla Sudhakar. 
Proprietrix of M/s. Amrutha Associates (Courier serv ice) 
and the documents namely the letter dated 26-10-98 and 
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the bjll/irivoice dated 2-6-98 at Ex.MEX. 9 & 10 issued by 
the said Courier service to the manager of Cunnigham 
branch. In the aforesaid testimony of MW2 to MW4 and 
the dbdlments at Ex. MEX. 9 arid 10, it has been very much 
brought out by the Management that the first party altered 
the figures in the courier Register With regard to the covers 
handed OVer by the first party to the courier boys It has 
come in the evidence that on 15-5-1998 the first party handed 
over 14 covers instead of 16 covers to the courier boy by 
name Arokia Rajah holding back the two covers one 
containing the cheque in question meant to be sent to 
Bellary matin branch. On 16-5-1998 whenthe other courier 
boy by name Pradeep came to the bank to collect Tappal, 
he compelled the said boy to make entry in the courier 
register with regard to the other two covers as if they were 
delivered to him on 15-5-98 itself. Learned counsel for the 
first party referred to certain statements of these two boys 
in their cross examination to discredit their evidence but in 
my opinion on the point in question their evidence has 
remained unshaken. There is no motive attributed to the 
evidence of said two boys as to Why they should make a 
statement against the first party. The arguments for the 
first party that the courier service since has got business 
with the bank, they have favoured the management, does 
not carry much weight. That apart as noted above, the lady 
who runs the said courier service also has been examined 
and she in no uncertain terms stated that their courier 
service rather MW3 and 4 have not received the cover 
containing the cheque meant to be delivered to Bellarv 
main branch. Accordingly she has also given a letter at 
MEX.9 and the bill/invoice at Ex.MlO to speak to the fact 
that the Cover meant for BeJlary main branch has not been 
received by the said courier service to be delivered to the 
said branch. Therefore, there are not good reasons not to 
act upon the testimony of MW2 to 4 and the documents at 
Ex. MEX.9 and 10. The contention for the first party that 
Ex.MEX. 10 is full of contradictions with regard to the Tappal 
receiv ed by the Courier serv ice as some of the letters sent 
by the bank through the said courier service are not at all 
found in the said invoice is of no consequence. It may be 
that there are some contradictions in that respect but the 
fact that the cover meant to be sent to Bellary main branch 
has never been received by the said courier service remains 
very much established in the aforesaid documents and 
statements of MW2 to MW4. Allegation against the first 
party that he made a false entry in the courier register/book 
maintained by the bank purporting to have received the 
advice from the Bellary branch in respect of the said cheque 
again has been proved by sufficient evidence. The 
contention of the first party that he did not make any such 
entry and that the hand writing of the entry' has not been 
subjected to experts opinion and therefore, such an entry 
cannot be acted upon is not very much acceptable, when 
the competent witnesses including the Investigati on Officer 
have deposed to the said fact and their statement on the 
point has not been shaken very much during the course of 
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his cross examination for the first party before the enquiry 
officer. It was not obligatory on the part of the enquiry officer 
to get expert's opinon about the said entry 7 . It was also not 
felt necessary' by hint since the inward courier register was 
under the charge of the first party and and it is he who was 
supposed to make entry in the said register. Moreover, it is 
not the case of the first party that somebody else in the bank 
had made such an entry. Therefore, these two allegations 
made in the charge sheet have been proved by sufficient 
and legal ev idence and findings of the enquiry on these two 
points in nty opinion did not suffer from perversity. 

11. Now, coming to the other two allegations, namely 
the conduct of the first party in remaining absent from 
duty till he got the Anticipatory bail order and that said 
Sint. Sarala in the presence of MW5 & MW8 made a 
statement before the police involving the first party 7 rather 
helping her in getting the said cheque cleared are not proved 
bv the management by legal and sufficient evidence. The 
fact that first party 7 attended the bank on 6-10-1998 and 
worked for half day and left the office without information 
and that on 12-10-1998 he attended the office signed the 
register and then worked for half day and left the office 
without taking the permission and that from 13-10-1998 
onwards he remained absent till he was relieved from the 
branch in absentiam to report at SS(W)BCO in terms of 
order vv.e.f. 3-11-98 and that he reported duty along with 
the Anticipatory Bail order only on 2-11-98 has been very 
much spoken to in the statement of MW8 and there is 
nothing worth elicited from him on this point to suggest 
otherwise. Statement of MW8 also gets support from the 
documents at Ex.MEX. 13. However, only because the first 
party 7 remained absent from duty' for few days and then 
reported back to duty along with Anticipartoiy Bail Order, 
no inference can be drawn that he was involved in the 
alleged fraud committed on the bank. May be that he had 
an apprehension of being arrested by the police after having 
come to know 7 the fact that a police complaint was filed 
with regard to the said incident. Similarly the evidences of 
MW 5 & 8 coupled with their statemetns at Ex.MEX. 11 is 
not the evidence in the eye of law to suggest that first 
party 7 was involved in committing fraud with regard to the 
cheque in question. It is said that said Smt. Sarala when w as 
present along with MW5 & 8 in the Police Station, she 
disclosed the name of first party as a person w ho hfcipcd her 
in gitting her cheque encashed. MW5 & 8 said to have made 
ajointstatementacoordinglyatExMEX. 11 toMW9andbased 
on that statement the Investigation Officer confirmed the 
information that it was the first party who was involved for 
committing the fraud in question. First of all the above said 
statement, Ex.MEX. 11 as far as referring to the statement 
of Smt. Sarala was an hearsay evidence. Undisputedly 
MW9 neither recorded the statements of MW 5 & 8 nor 
recorded the statement of said Smt. Sarala. No sufficient 
explanation was offered by the Investigation Officer in not 
recording their statements during the course of 
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investigation. Strangely enough thes-3 two responsible 
officers of the bank had given the above said statements 
without putting the date and it is here w cannot brush 
aside lightly the contention of she first party itat it was a 
statement created to suit the management case. Therefore, 
findings of the enquiry officer on these two allegations 
made against the first party in my' opipion are not supported 
by sufficient and legal evidence and therefore suffered 
from perversity. 

12. Now a question arises as to whether the aforesaid 
misconduct committed by the first party in making 
alterations in the outward and inward courier registers is 
alone sufficient for the officers of the bank to release the 
cheque amount in favour of the said account holder It is 
not in dispute that Smt. Sarala had opened her account 
with Cunningham Road Branch despite here having account 
of Frazer Town Branch of the management itself It is not in 
dispute that the incident of clearance of the above said 
cheque had taken place just within 20 days'of her opening 
of the account. As noted above, the above said two circulars 
called upon the bank officers to be on guard, in the cases 
of newly opened accounts for a period of six months 
specially on the transactions involving huge amounts and 
it is also made clear that whenever there is a transaction in 
respect of OSCs of Rs.TO lakhs and above, the amount 
shall be remitted through cross demand draft only. In the 
instant case the guidelines in the said two circulars have 
been thrown to wind by the officers of the bank working at 
the relevant point of time. The Investigation Officer in his 
report marked at Ex. MEX. 1 at page 5 relevant for the 
purpose made the following observations 

“The fraud came to light only after the reconciliation 
of entries in HO Summaries at IBAR Section. The 
branch advice has been responded by Shri Guniprasad, 
Officer and signature of the signatory in the branch 
advice has been cancelled by Shri Guniprasad despite 
the fact that there is absolutely no similarity between 
the signatures appearing on the advice and specimen 
signature. He has nowhere stated that he obtained 
specific permission for responding the branch advice, 
from Shri B.G. Kim. Shri Guniprasad in his letter 
addressed to the Deputy General Manager has stated 
that he responded the branch advice with IB A14706 
dated 17-5-1998 in the system as per the instructions 
of Shri B.G. Kini, Sr. Manager since the credit was in 
the form of Branch advice. He has also stated that 
Shri B.G. Kini was very particular to pass the credit to 
the said account as he had full information about the 
cheque sent for collection and he had verified with 
the lodge of the cheque which is being the sale 
proceeds of land/estate at Bellaiv and if credit is 
delayed it may turn into customers complaint as the 
amount was huge. He has also stated that he 
remembers to have frozen the debits in the said account 
for want of certain clarifications ” 


13. His observations on page 8 with regard to the 
procedure to be followed in the cases like one on hand is 
as follows:— 

“Shri B.G. Kini, Senior Manager is not in order in 
permitting/instructing Shri Guniprasad to credit the 
proceeds of OSC basing on the information given by 
the account holder without compete verification of 
the fact. He could have contacted Bellary main 
branch over phone immediately to verify the 
genuineness of the branch advice before parting with 
the amount since the amount involved is huge. Since 
the account was newly opened and proceeds came 
by way of branch advice instead of DD and the 
amount was substantial, he should have handled 
die situation carefully and diligently.” 

14. Therefore, as argued for the first party had the 
then competent bank officers particularly Shri Guniprasad 
and Shri Kini followed the guidelines and the proper 
procedure required in clearing the realization proceeds, the 
fraud in question could not have happened. However, only 
because the aforesaid officers have not been vigilant and 
have cleared the realization proceeds .towards the said 
cheque not adhering to the guidelines, the first party 
cannot be absolved of the deed of misconduct committed 
by him in falsification of the records.of the bank. He may 
not have committed the actual fraud but certainly has made 
a attempt and preparations towards commission of the fraud 
by the party concerned, of course, subject to the collusion 
bv other officers of the bank. The misconduct committed 
by the first party also cannot be viewed leniently for the 
reason that in the banking institutions every word and 
figure in the bank of accounts, matters lot of importance. If 
the official of the tank himself is to induldge in falsification 
of the bank records, then the security of the bank towards 
the public money will be at stake. However, keeping in 
view of the fact that there is no direct nexus between the 
misconduct committed by the first party and the very 
realization of proceeds of the cheque in favour of the above 
said account holder, that too, made by the officers of the 
bank in disregard to the guidelines and the minimum common 
prudence being exercised by them in not going through and 
ascertaining the actual advice generated by the first party' 
and in not making required enquiry with Bellary main 
branch, it appears to me that ends of justice will be met if 
the punishment of dismissal awarded against the first party 
is converted into the punishment of Compulsory' retirement 
from the date of punishment order. Accordingly, the 
reference is answered and following Award is passed: 

AWARD 

The punishment of Dismissal ordered against the 
firsi party is converted into Compulsory' Retirement 
from the date of original punishment order. No order 
to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 16th February; 2006) 

A. R. SIDDIQU1, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24 th February, 2006 

S.O. 1068.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 119/ 
2003) of the Central Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Channai as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Union Bank oflndia and their workman, 
received by the Central Government on 24-02-2006. 

[No. L-12012/45/2003-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM-LABOUR, COURT 
CHENNAI 

Monday, the 19th December, 2005 
PRESENT 

K. Jayaraman, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 119/2003 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), between the Management of Union Bank oflndia 
and their workman) 

BETWEEN 

Smt. T. Parvathy I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Senior Manager (P) : II Party/Management 

Union Bank oflndia 
Chennai 

APPEARANCES 

For the Petitioner : M/s. K. M. Ramesh, 

Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. T. S. Gopalan & Co. 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
order No. L-12012/45/2003-IR(B-II) dated 13-6-2003/ 
18-7-2003 has referred this industrial dispute to this 


Tribunal for adjudication. The Schedule mentioned in that 
order is: 

“Whether the action of the management of Union 
Bank oflndia in terminating the services of Smt T. 
Parvathy with effect from 29-01-2002 is legal and 
justified? If not, wtai relief is she entitled to?” 

1 After the receipt of five reference, it was taken on 
file as I. D. No. 119/2003 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows;— 

The Petitioner joined the services of II Party/ 
Management in its Besant Nagar branch on 30-10- 
1998 as Casual sub-staff on daily wages and II Party/ 
Management instead of regularising her service 
illegally and unjustifiably terminated her from service 
on29-1-2002. Even the Petitioner's representations and 
also notices for which there was no response. Though 
the Petitioner had worked continuously without any 
break for more than three years the Respondent/ 
Management has not regularised her service and they 
have terminated .her service which is totally arbitrary, 
illegal add unjustified. The Petitioner has worked for 
more than 240 days in each calendar year especially 
preceding one calendar year prior to her illegal 
termination. The Respondent has violated the 
mandatory provisions of Section 25 F, 25G and 25H of 
the Industrial Disputes Act r^id the persons who have 
joined service as Casual Labourers subsequent to the 
Petitioner have been reguL rised in service and they 
are still in service. The ac.Kn of the Respondent is 
also in violation of circular issued by Central Office of 
the Respondent/Bank. Hence, the Petitioner prays that 
an award may be passed to reinstate the Petitioner in 
service with continuity ofser -ice, back wages and all 
other attendant benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that the Respondent/Bank has fixed 
number of posts on each category for each branch and the 
appointments are made only after the senctioned posts. 
Tbe Respondent/Bank being a public sector undertaking, 
no one can gain entry into service of the bank by back 
door or influence or collusion or by taking advantage of 
any omission or failure on the part of its officers. Further, 
the sub-staff category was filled up by the Respondent/ 
Bank from among the candidates sponsored by the 
Employment Exchange. It is not uncommon in the 
Respondent/Bank that on occasions like opening of a new 
branch, without the knowledge or authority of Regional 
Office, the concerned Branch Manager have engaged local 
person to attend the cleaning work and wages paid to them 
is debited to general expenditure account. Such engagement 
is neither permitted or authorised and it will not be binding 
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on the bank. On 30-10-1998 when the Respondent/Bank 
opened a branch at Besant Nagar, it has deployed the part 
time sweeper attached to Adyar branch to Besant Nagar, 
branch. When the part-time sweeper of Adyar branch was 
not available, the branch may have engaged the Petitioner for 
cleaning the premises. On 4-9-99 one Mrs. Sumathi, part-time 
sweeper attached to Adya; branch was posted to Besant 
Nagar branch. Though, it is a part of duties of regular part- 
time sweepers to clean the toilet, there is practice in some of 
the branches that the y decline to attend the work of cleaning 
the toilet and local pc rson is engaaged for cleaning the toilet. 
On 4-3-2000 One Mr Selvaraj, Daftry Madras Main branch 
was posted as sub-staff to Besant Nager branch. The Petitioner 
was lastly engaged in Novembr, 2001. Her engagement was 
neither regular nor continuous but it is only an ad-hoc 
arrangement till regular part-time sweeper was posted She 
was only a ttending to the cleaning of premises. Therefore, 
irregular engagement of the Petitioner was done by the local 
Manager on his own volition and the same could not create a 
right in her favour to claim employment. The Petitioner was 
not working continously. She was engaged to attend to 
cleaning work which was hardly for an hour or two. The 
Petitioner was not sponsored by Employment Exc hange and 
she could not be considered for regularisation in the services 
of Respondent/Bank. Merely, by reason of fact that she was 
engaged for some days by the Besant Nagar branch between 
1998 and 2001 she could not be said to have been employed in 
the services of the Respondent/Bank. Further, her non¬ 
engagement could not amount to termination much less 
retrenchment wihtin the meaning of Section 2 (oo) of the Act. 
There are only 30 vouchers evidencing the payment of wages 
to Petitioner between 19-12-98 and 30-11-2001 whichdearly 
shows the factual position about the days of her engagement. 
Now- the Respondem/Rank is saddled with excess manpow er 
and in the year 2001 it had put up a VRS, pursuant to which 
number of employees in all categories left their service and 
those vacancies are not filled up. Therefore, for all these 
reasons, the Respondent prays that the claim of the Petitioner 
may be dismissed with costs. 

5. Again, the Petitioner in the rejoinder stated that it 
is not true and correct to say that the II Party/Management 
was appointing persons only against sanctioned posts. In 
reality the persons like the Petitioner are engaged for doing 
sweeping and scavenging work in almost all branches of 
the Respondent/Bank, It is also now' well settled that for 
menial jobs, the question of sponsoring by Employment 
Exchange does not arise. It is false to allege that the 
Petitioner was engaged in Besant Nagar branch only on 
the days the regular part-time sweeper of Adyar Branch 
was not available. On the other hand, the Petitioner was 
engaged continuously without any break whatsoever. It is 
also not true to say that the petitioner was not engaged 
after November, 2001. The Petitioner was terminated only 
on 29-1-2002 and till such time, she was engaged regularly. 
The Petitioner was working in the branch right from morning 


to close of banking hours. The Petitioner has w orked 
between 30-10-98 to 29-1-02 on all working days. Hence, 
the Petitioner prays an aw ard may be passed in her favour. 

6. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

r 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/Bank 
in terminating the sendees of the Petitioner with 
effect from 29-01-2002 is legal andjsutified?” 

(ii) “To w hat relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point No. 1: 

7. The contention of the Petitioner is that she was 
engaged as a part-time employee of the Respondent/Bank 
from ? 0-10-98 to 29-1 -2002 and on that date, the Respondent/ 
Bank without following rules and mandatory provisions 
has terminated her service and therefore, she has raised 
this dispute. On the other hand, the Respondent contended 
that the Petitioner w'as not engaged continuously for a 
period of three years and she has been engaged w hen the 
parmanent part-time sweeper attached to the branch was 
not available for cleaning the permises. It w as only an ad- 
hoc arrangement till the regular part-time sweeper was 
posted and she w'as only attending cleaning of the premises 
and that too for an hour or two in a day and she is not 
entitledto the relief as claimed by her. 

8. In order to substantiate her claim the Petitioner 
has examined herself as WW1 and produced documents 
Ex. W1 to W6 which are copy of payment vouchers for 
payment of wages to her namely 15 w hich are marked as Ex. 
W1 series and copy of letter sent by her to Respondent/ 
Bank as Ex. W2, copy of legal notice issued by Petitioner as 
Ex. W3. Again on 19-4-2002 she has issued legal notice, 
copy of w hich is marked as Ex. W4. Copy of the dispute 
raised by Petitioner before Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central) is marked as Ex W5 and copy of reply submitted 
by II Party/ Management is marked as Ex. W6. As against 
this, the Respondent/Management examined one Mr. R. 
Prabakhar, w ho is working as Senior Manager (P) as MW 1 
and marked 3 documents as Ex. Ml to M3, px. Ml is the 
copy of statement showing cash payment details made to 
Petitioner from 6-11-98 to 30-1-01. Ex M2 and M3 are copy of 
transfer orders issued to Mrs. T. Sumathi and Sri M. Selvaraj 
respectively, w'ho were posted Besant Nagar branch. 

9. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contendedthat 
in I. A No. 47/2004 this Tribunal has ordered the Respondent 
to produce muster roll of Besant Nagar for the years 1998 
to 2002 and also permitted the Petitioner’s advocate to go 
and inspect the documents before the Respondent/ 
Management. But, the Respondent/Management though 
have shown some of the documents, have not produced 
the entire documents'for perusal and have not produced 
the muster roll, even after the order passed by this Tribunal 
and in such circumstances, and adverse inference can be 
draw n against the Respondent/Management to the effect 
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that if the documents are produced before this Tribunal, it 
will be against the interest of the Respondent/Management. 
Further, during the inspection of the Petitioner’s advocate, 
the Petitioner’s advocate has prepared a statement and the 
said statements are marked as Ex. WU and W12. Further, 
the petitioner’s advocate has also marked copy of reply 
submitted by II Party/Management before Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) dated 21-10-2002 asEx. W7 
and copy of notice issued by Respondent’s advocate to 
Respondent as Ex.W8 and copy of notce issued by 
Petitioner’s advocate to Respondent’s advocate as Ex. W9 
and the copy of minutes of inspection carried out by 
Petitioner’s advocate in the Respondent/Bank at Besant 
Nagar branch asEx. W10. 

10. Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that 
even from the statement produced by him after inspecting 
some of the documents it is clear that the Petitioner has 
worked for more than 240 days between May, 1999 and 
April, 2000 and if we include Saturdays and Sundays in 
between these periods, it must be concluded that the 
Petitioner has worked for more than 240 days in a continuous 
period of 12 calendar months and as per the judgement of 
Supreme Court reported in 1985II LLN 817 WORKMAN 
OF AMERICAN EXPRESS INTERNATIONAL BANKING 
CORPORATION VS. AMERICAN EXPRESS 
INTERNATIONAL BANKING CORPORATION and in 1985 
n LLN 830 STANDARD MOTOR PRODUCTS OF INDIA 
LTD. Vs. A PARTHASARATHY AND ANOTHER, the 
Petitioner deemed to have been completed 240 days in a 
continuous period of 12 calendar months and therefore, 
the Respondent/Management have not followed the 
mandatory provisions under section 25F of the I.D. Act 
and as such, the order of termination passed by the 
Respondent/Management is ab initio void and the 
Petitioner is to be reinstated in service as prayed for in the 
claim statement In 1985II LLN 817 the Supreme Court has 
stated that expression ‘actually worked under the employer’ 
in Section 25B (2) (a) (ii) of I D. Act must necessarily 
comprehend all those days during which the workman was 
in the employment of employer and for which he had been 
paid wages either under express of implied contract of 
service or by compulsion of statute, standing orders etc. 
to give any other meanining to that expression would bring 
the object of Section 25F 1 very close to frustration. It is not 
possible to limit that expression only to those days which 
are mentioned in the explanation to Section 25B(2) for the 
purpose of calculating the number of days on which the 
workmen had actually worked though he had not so 
worked. The explanation is only clarificatory as all 
explanations are and cannot be used to limit the expanse of 
main provision. In 1985 H LLN'830 the Supreme Court has 
held that “number of day? on which the workmen worked 
under the employer would be less than 240 days, if Sundays 
and other hdidaysfor which the workman were paid wages 
were excluded has already been answered by us in the 


case of Workmen of American Express International 
Banking Corporation and as such, if we calculate the 
number of days worked by the Petitioner, it must have 
been more than 240 days in a continuous period of 12 
calendar months. Under such circumstances, the prayer 
for reinstatement is to be allowed.” 

11. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that even though the above two 
judgements have stated that Saturday, Sundays and other 
holidays are to be added and it should be calculated for 
240 days, recently, in 2005II LLJ128 the Division Bench of 
High Court of Punjab & Haryana have held that “with 
regard to daily wagers it is ordinarily understood that they 
have no pay scale and they have no increment and they 
are paid for the days they have worked. A daily wager in 
comparison to a regular employee employed under the 
service rules, may work on holidays and Sundays as well 
and shall definitely be paid if he might have worked on 
such holidays” and applying this ratio the facts of 
Workmen of American Express International Banking 
Corporation’s case cannot be possibly be applied to the 
facts of this present case. He relied on the rulings reported 
in that case, wherein the Division Bench of Punjab & 
Haryana High Court has held that “workmen in the present 
case was a daily wager and was not paid for Sundays & 
other holidays either under the expression or implied 
contract of service or by compulsion of statute, standing 
orders etc. and there was no obligation on the part of 
employer to pay to the workman wages for the period that 
he had not worked be it Sundays or otherwise. Under such 
circumstances, there could never be any justification for 
adding Sundays to the tally of206 working days. ” Applying 
this principle in the present case, even assuming for 
argument sake that the Petitioner has completed 216 days 
during the Period from May, 1999 to April, 2000, we cannot 
add Sundays and other holidays since there is no obi igation 
on the part of the employer to pay for Sundays and other 
holidays either under express or implied contract of service 
or by compulsion of statue or by standing orders. Under 
such circumstances, the burden of proving the fact that 
she has worked for 240 days in a continuous period of 12 
calendar months is upon the Petitioner and the Petitioner 
has not established this feet with any satisfactory evidence. 
Under such circumstances, the Petitioner is not entitled to 
any relief. Learned counsel for the Respondent further relied 
on the rulings reported in 2004 4 LLN 839 MADHYA 
PRADESH ELECTRICITY BOARD Vs. HARIRAM 
wherein the Supreme Court has held that “drawing of an 
adverse inference due to non-production of muster-rollls 
for the years 1991-02 in the absence of the said pleading, 
was wholly erroneous on the pari of the Industrial Court 
and the High Court, Moreover, the said Courts erred in 
basing an order of reinstatement solely on an adverse 
inference drawn erroneously, especially in view of the feet 
that the Labour Court had held against the workmen. ” 
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Relying on this decision, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that though this Tribunal has 
ordered to produce muster roll between the years 1998 to 
2002, merely because the said documents were not produced 
before this Tribunal, this Tribunal cannot take any adverse 
inference due to non-production of muster rolls. 

12. But, 1 find there is no point in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent because only after 
contest in LA. petition, this Tribunal had ordered the 
Respondent to produce the muster roll for the years 1998 
to 2002 and if the documents are produced before this 
Tribunal, definitely it would establilsh the fact whether the 
Petitioner has worked for more than 240 days or not. But 
without producing the documents and without showing 
the documents before the counsel for the Petitioner, it 
cannot be said that the Petitioner has not established before 
this Tribunal that she has worked for more than 240 days in 
a continuous period of 12 calendar months. Though the 
Respondent’s counsel relied on the rulings reported in 
Punjab & Haryana High Court, I find the Supreme Court 
has clearly held in the case of Workmen of American 
Express International Banking Corporation that Sundays 
and other holidays must be included in the 240 days 
calculation as mentioned under section 25B (2). Under 
such circumstances, I find much force in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Petitioner. The Petitioner has 
produced documents to show that she has worked for 216 
days between May, 1999 and April, 2000 and if we calculate 
Sundays & holidays in betw een these periods, it has to be 
concluded that the Petitioner has worked for more than 240 
days in a continuous period of 12 calendar months. Further, 
even after this Tribunal’s order in I.A. petition, the 
Respondent have neither produced the muster rolls 
pertaining to 1998 to 2002 before this Tribunal nor they 
have shown all the documents to the counsel for the 
Petitioner as ordered. Under such circumstances, I find 
this Tribunal can take adverse inference to the effect that 
if these documents are produced before this Court, it would 
definitely prove the contention against the Respondent. 
Under such circumstances, I find this point in favour of the 
Petitioner. 

Point No. 2 

‘ The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled to? 

13. In view of my foregoing findings that the action 
of the Respondent/Management in terminating the services 
of the Petitioner is not legal and justified, I find the Petitioner 
is to be reinstated in service. 

14. But, again the learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that the Petitioner was alleged to be terminated 
during February, 2002 and considering the long period for 
which the workman remained out of touch with the job, 
compensation in lieu of reinstatement alone would be a 
proper relief. For this, he relied on the rulings reported in 
2003 (3) LLJ 928 RESIDENT ENGINEER, HOUSING 


BOARD, KOTA VS. LOKHPAT AND ANOTHER wherein 
the Division Bench of Rajasthan High Court has held that 
“services of Respondent/workman was terminated in the 
year 1983 and he worked in the department for a short 
period of 19 months and gap from 1983 when his services 
were terminated till the date of passing of the award namely 
3rd Januaiy, 1995 was a long one*. Even between the date of 
termination service of the Respondent workman and as of 
now 20 years have elapsed. If he is to be reinstated he 
could only be reinstated on daily wage basis on the minimum 
of the wages. The possibility of Respondent workman 
remaining employed elsewhere during this period of 20 
years cannot be mledout altogether and his reinstatement 
may result in further complications and administrative 
difficulties as that post might have been manned by some 
other person. In a case, where a workman has remained not 
in touch with the job for such a long period of time, it may 
not be expedient to order reinstatement while setting aside 
the order of his termination and in such a case, 
compensation in lieu of reinstatement, ought to beordered. ’’ 
Relying on this decision, learned counsel for the respondent 
contended that evern if the Tribunal has come to a 
conclusion that the Petitioner is to be reinstated in service, 
in viefw of the said decision, compensation in lieu of 
reinstatement could be a proper relief. 

15. But, I think in this case, the Petitioner was 
terminated only in the year 2002 and now we are in 2005 
and therefore, it cannot be said that the Petitioner is out of 
touch with her job. Under such circumstances, I direct the 
Respondent to reinstate the Petitioner into service, with 
continuity of service, with all attendant benefits. With 
regard to back wages, 1 find the Petitioner has not adduced 
any evidence with regard to her non-employment during 
that period. As such, I find an order for half of the back 
wages would be proper relief in the circumstances shown 
before this Tribunal. 

16. Therefore, I direct the Respondent/Management 
to reinstate the Petitioner into service forthwith with 
continuity of service and all other attendant and 
consequential benefits and with regard to back wages, she 
is entitled to half of the back wages. 

17. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly, 
(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 19th December. 2005.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined;— 

For the 1 Party/Workman : Smt. T. Parvathy, WWI 
For the Respondent 

Management : Sri R Prabhakar MW 1 

Documents Marked: 

For the I Party/Petitioner: 

Ex. No. Date Description 
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W1 scries Nil 
W2 16-02-02 
W3 16-04-2002 

W4 19-04-2002 
W5 24-06-2002 


Xerox copy of the payment 
vouchers 15 nos. 

Xerox copy of the letter from Petitioner 

to Respondent/Bank 

Xerox copy of the legal notice issued 

by Petitioner To Respondent/ 

Management 

Xerox copy of the legal notice issued by 
Petitioner To II Party/Management 
Xerox copy of the 2 A petition filed by 
Petitioner 


W6 28-10-2002 
W7 21-10-2002 

W8 22-04-0* 
W9 13-09-2004 


Xerox copy of the reply filed by 
Respondent/Management 
Xerox copy of the letter from II Party / 
Management to Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central) 

Xerox copy of the letter from Respondent 
advocate to Respondent/Management 
Xerox copy of the letter from I Party 
advocate to II Party/Management 
advocate 


W10 23-04-2005 Xerox copy of the minutes of inspection 
carried out by I Party’s advocate at 
Besant Nagar branch 

W11 Nil Statement showing number of days 

worked by Petitioner in Respondent/ 
Bank 


WI2 Nil Statement showing lumpsum payment 

- of wages paid to Petitioner by Besant 
Nagar branch 
For the II Party/Management:— 

Ex. No. Date Description 

Ml Nil Xerox copy of the statement showing 

details of cash Payment made to 
Petitioner 

M2 04-09-99 Xerox copy of the order of transfer issued 

to Smt. Sumathi 

M3 04-03-200 Xerox copy ofthe order of transfer issued 

to Sri Selvaiaj. 
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[^Stn^-38013/27/2006-T^. ^T. -1 ] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 
New Delhi, the 4th March, 2006 

S.O. 1069.—In exercise erf the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central Government 
hereby appoints the 16th March, 2006 as the date on which 
the provisions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and 
Chapter-V and VI (exept Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and 
77,78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought into 
force) of the said Act shall come into force in the following 
areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh namely:— 

“All the area falling within the limits of Palakol 
Municipality and Revenue Milages of Palakol, Lankala 
Koderu, Bhaggeswaram, Poolalpalli, Ullamparru, 
Chintaparru, Digamarru, Chittavaram, Pedamanida-Palli, 
\hridhanam, Chandaparru. Gonntada, Dagguluru, BaJlipadu, 
Kapavaram, S. Chikkala of Palakol Mandal/GramPanchayat 
and Reveune Milages ofMattaparru. Jinneru, Vedangi and 
Penumadam of Poduru Mandat and Revenue Villages of 
Adavipalem and Medapadu of Yalamanchali Mandal of 
West Godawari District of Andhra Pradesh. ” 

[No.S-38013/27/2006-S.S..I] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 
'M 4 -RT4, 2006 

e*T. 31T. 1070.—4>4-MKl 7T*R «flRT StfafWT, 1948 
(1948^T34)^«fRT-1 ^t^t-«lRT(3) 

3RW Ritft OTt T^I^GUI 16 rH 2006 

TtT^a % if fRR?T Wt f, fSRWt atfvfrm % 

3T«RFT-4(44^45 *TRT% Rft fr 3t^ct i\ f) 
artRTR-S 6 («lRT-76^3R-«fTCT(l) 3^ VTCT 77,78,79. 

81 

3TRtR^rTm % iHMfilfiflfl sHf 4' y^ci fr>\ 3T^:— 

" % RRfr 7T5f^ 

TTR I tr 

[^TWTT^T-38013/28/2006T^.-i ] 
%. #. #T, 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2006 

S.O. 1070.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central Government 
hereby appoints the 16th March, 2006 as the date on which 
the provisions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and 
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Chapter-V and VI (except sub-section l)of Section 76 and 
Sections 77, 78,79 and 81 which have a Iready been brought 
into force) of the said Act shall come into force in the 
following areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh namely 
“All the Areas Falling within the Limits of Thaduku 
Reveune Village in Nagari Mandal of Chittoor District in 
Andhra Pradesh. ” 

[No. S-38013/28/2006-S. S.. I] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 
^i 4 T TT^. 2006 

3RT.-3IT. 1071.—+44!*) 77^r3thp^Tf#m, 1948 

(1948^34)^ (3) 

^ WfTt 16 20C6 ^ 

4 Fran %, srfafm % 

5Cf»Tra-4(44^45 

31trara-5 3?tC6 (*JRT-76^3*I-qKT (l) -3^ttTO77, 78, 79 
TTra % rFT%%cT 4' TPfrT ift, — 


SfTTIo 

TTSI^T^FT 


f^TcTT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

< 

1. G«+dt-3, x r^lfic4l 


384 


2. 5. W^TT 


379 



-fenfessn 

377 




383 




386 




387 


3. 


379 


4. 

^f^TT 

379 


■4 _ ♦ 


380 


5. ^ra^-9 ^ io 

381 


6. iteSMI ,W<pTT 

M~^rr 

369 

4^e1l 


* [TOn^T-38013/26/2006-^I. 3^.-1 ] 


%. TTf. ^T, fH^VI«b 


S.O. 1071.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 16th March. 2006 as 
the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV (excfept 
Sections 44 and 45 which have already been brought 
into force) and Chapter-V and VI (except sub-section 
(1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78, 79 and 81 which 
have already been brought into force) of the said Act 
shall come into force in the following areas in the State 
of Haryana namely :— 


SI. No. 

Revenue 

Village 

Hadbast District 

No. 

1. Seclor-5,Panchkula 

Devi Nagar 

384 

Panchkula 

1. Sector 4 and 5, 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 

Panchkula 

Bhainsa 




Tibba 

377 

Panchkula 


HariPur 

383 

Panchkula 


Ferozpur 

386 

Panchkula 


Ferozpur Khurd 387 

Panchkula 

3. Seclor-6, Panchkula 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 

4. Sector-7, Panchkula 

Judian 

379 

Panchkula 


Dhilan 

380 

Panclikula 

5. Sector-9 and 10, 

Dhansoo 

381 

Panchkula 

Panchkula 




6, Sector-11, PanchkulaRailiRaila 

369 

Panchkula 


[No. S-38013/26/2006-S. S..I] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 
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